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Current Topics. 


The New Judge. 

It 1s stated that Mr. J. R. Arkin, K.C., has been selected for 
appointment as the additional judge of the King’s Bench 
Division. The position which Mr. ATKIN has attained as a 
commercial lawyer makes the appointment probable, and al:o, we 
may say, welcome. 

The Late Mr. Robert Ellett. 

WE RECORD with great regret the death of Mr. Ropert ELvert, 
of Cirencester, who was president of the Jaw Society in 1900, 
and who had bean for many years one of the most active and 
useful members of the Council. He was taken ill while at the 
Society’s offices; his condition was too serious for him to be 
removed, and he died there on Tuesday. We must defer till next 
week the fuller appreciation which is due to his position and work 
asa solicitor, and to the services which he ungrudgingly rendered 
to the profession. 

The Lord Chancellor on Managing Clerks. 

Lorp HALDANE appears to have been in happy vein at the 
dinner of the United Law Clerks’ Society last week. He paid 
a well-merited compliment to the ability with which managing 
clerks handle the business which comes before them, an ability 
which alone makes it possible for the leading professional 
practices to be carried on; and he expressed in well-chosen 
words the essential function of lawyers in the social machine. 
Litigation is but a fraction of their work. Their business, indeed, 
is to avoid litigation. ‘‘ They keep the wheels of society running 
smoothly.” Lawyers have an assured position in the moderna 
world, the importance of which is not likely to diminish. ‘The 
future, it may be said, both at home and _ in {international 
matters, lies with them. 

The Late Lord Ashbourne. 

ALTHOUGH THE late Lord ASHBOURNE sat occasionally in the 
Judicial Sessions of the House of Lords, especially when Irish 
appeals were being heard, he was essentially an Irish lawyer 
and an Irish judge, and very little was known of him by the 
English Bar. ‘To the public at large he was scarcely even a name ; 
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probably very few intelligent laymen could have remembered 
offhand that he had been Lord Chancellor of Ireland. Yet 
thirty years ago, for a season and a day, his name was almost as 
well known in the United Kingdom as is that of Sir EDwarp 
CARSON now. A convinced Unionist and an obstinate fighter, 
he played a great part in the struggle against Home Rule, and 
when Mr. GLapsTonr’s first Bill was before the House of 
Commons he took, from his seat on the Opposition benches at St. 
Stephen’s, a prominent part in the political warfare that raged 
around it. When a Unionist Administration came into power 
he devoted his parliamentary talents chiefly to the task—no easy 
one—of piloting through Parliament his scheme of Irish Land- 
Purchase, which, we understand, has proved so great a success. 
Indeed, to him, more than to any other man, is due the peace- 
ful revolution in the Irish land system, in which, through the skil- 
ful manipulation of British cr dit, a poverty-stricken tenantry have 
been gradually converted into a nation of freeho'ders owning 
their own land and paying for it by easy instalments. Of course, 
later Acts extended and improved Lord ASHBOURNE’S scheme ; 
but upon him fell the brunt of trying the experiment, and to his 
disregard of difficulties its initial success was due. Assailed at 
once by doctrinaire Jand reformers and bigoted landowners, 
denounced as a financial juggler by eminent authorities on 
commerce, and reprobated by orthodox economists, the Bill went 
through because Lord ASHbLOURNE was a lawyer, and took a 
lawyer's practicay view of his task. He fought for the triumph 
of his Bill as he would have tought to win a victory in court ; 
he was ready to amend his scheme even when amendment 
knocked out the basic principle on which it was believed to be 
founded ; he never worried about theory so long as, by a ecmpro- 
mise, he could get more or kcss the result he had set out to win. 
His success with so sweeping a measure, like thav of Sir JOHN 
Simon in drafting and piloting the present Home Rule Bill 
through the House of Commons, is a striking refutation of the 
common—but quite erroneous—belief that successful lawyers are 
seldom good at practical constructive statesmanship. 
Parliament and the Additional Judge. 

IN ViEW of the interim report of the Royal Commission on 
Delay in the King’s Bench Division it was, of course, certain that 
Parliament would sanction the appointment of an additional 


judge. Until 1907 the number of judges in the division was 
fifteen. In that year an additional judge was appointed under 


section 18 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, on account of 
the increase of work caused by the establishment of the Court 
of Criminal Appeal, and the number remained at sixteen 
until the growth of arrears necessitated the passing of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1910, under which the 
immediate appointment of two more judges was authorized. 
But a vacancy occurring among the puisne judges, that is, the 
judges other than the Lord Chief Justice, cannot, ro long as such 
judges are fifteen in number or upwards, be filled without an 
address from both Houses of Parliament “representing that the 
state of business in the King’s Bench Division requires that such 
vacancy should be filled. ‘lhe necessary address was voted in the 
House of Lords before Whitsuntide and by the House of Commons 
on Tuesday. Inthe House of Commons the dissentients numbered 
only thirteen, while 202 were present to vote in favour of the 
address. Quite apart from the possible effect of any changes in 
administration which may be adopted in saving judicial time, 
the advantages of having a bench sufficiently manned to deal 
with the work without undue pressure, and without inconvenience 
to suitors,overrides any objection based on increased expense. The 
administration of justice—largely paid for out of suitors’ fees— 
is one of the first duties of the Government ; and while money is 
unsparingly lavished in other directions, the cost of this depart- 
ment certainly should not be grudged. But it is unfortunate 
that, owing to the form of the Act of 1910, any chance vacancy 
in the King’s Bench Division, other than in the Lord Chief 
Justiceship, will necessitate a further application to Parliament 
before it can be filled. 

The Proposed Increase in Law-Lords. 


THE SECOND reading of the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill, which 
has already passed the House of Lords this year, was carried on 


Wednesday in the House of Commons by a majority similar to 
that in favour of the additional judge of the King’s Bench 
Division, namely, 296 to 20. This is the Bill which proposes to 
increase the number of thelaw-lurdsfrom four to six by theappoint- 
ment of two English judges “ of the finest quality,” in accordance 
with a resolution of the Imperial Conference of 1911. We have 
not been accustomed to regard either the House of Lords or the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council as overburdened with 
work, but the colonies, it seems, desire that appeals from their 
courts shall go before a tribunal composed of a larger number of 
judges than has sometimes been the case, and the change will 
enable the committee to be more effectively constituted in this 
respect. But we regret that the Attorney-General’s statement, 
in moving the second reading of the Bill, was unsatisfactory as 
regards the future practice of the Committee. On the technical 
ground that this tribunal does not give a judgment of its own 
but only advises the Crown, the practice has been established— 
not without protest at one time—of giving only a single judg 
ment. Sometimes when the author of the judgment is known 
to be a judge of eminence, the judgment carries weight. 
When the judges all sink their individuality in a common 
judgment which cannot be traced in this way, it ceases to 
be of interest and its authority dwindles. The reason of the 
practice has no substance, and the Judicial Committee should be 
entitled to rank as an appellate tribunal on the same footing as 
the House of Lords. ‘The Attorney-General says that, after a 
good deal of correspondence, the Dominions have substantially 
agreed to the view expressed by the representatives of the 
tribunal here, that it is better to adhere to the old practice of a 
single judgment. We do not know who are the representatives 
referred to, but we are not aware that the question of the con- 
stitution and practice of the Judicial Committee have ever been 
the subject of proper discussion. If they had, we have little 
doubt that the view in favour of separate judgments, and of placing 
the court on the footing of a court of law, would have been 
prominently urged. 


The House of Lords and Separate Judgments. 


It may be said, of course, that the country is not greatly 
concerned in the constitution and practice of the Judicial Com- 
mittee. That tribunal is, in general, only concerned with the self- 
governing and Crown Colomes and India, and presumably it will 
shortly take appeals from Ireland. We have our own appellate 
tribunal in the House of Lords, and the separate judgments 
delivered there comprise many of the most important contributions 
to the law. Nodoubt, the decisions would still have been bind- 
ing on inferior courts had they been a mere compromise between 
majority and minority opinions, but the interest would have gone 
out of them, and the position of the individual law-lords would 
have been reduced in professional, if not in popular, reputation. 
This the spirit of the English law has prevented, and, we 
should view the perpetuation of the Privy Council practice with 
equanimity if we could feel sure about the future of the 
House of Lords. But that is just the difficulty. We doubt 
whetber at present any definite plans for its future are in exist- 
ence. Uhange, however, in that House is bound to come, ‘and in 
what form the tribunal of final appeal for this country will emerge 
is a matter about which it is impossible to prophesy. But we 
trust that the present House of Lords as a court of law will not 
be imperialized out of separate judgments. We do not wish to 
lose such judgments as Lord MACNAGHTEN, for instance, gave in 
the past, or the judgments which present law-lords are likely to 
give in the future. If they are to be muzzled,;we would sooner 
have them in the Court of Appeal. 


The Report of the Jury Committee. 

WE HOPE shortly to deal at length with the report just 
issued by the Departmental Committee appointed by the Home 
Office to consider the working of our present jury system. 
At present, we propose merely to indicate the chief findings 
and recommendations of the Committee. For some years 
past two criticisms of somewhat different kinds have been 
passed on the jury system ; first, that juries, particularly special 
juries, are drawn from classes which regard without sympathy 
the industrial claims of the working classes, and therefore are 
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not always able to decide without some underlying bias cases which 
arise out of industrial disputes ; secondly, that owing to the 
exemption of most professional men and practically the whole 
working-class, the burden of unpaid jury service falls with undue 
severity on one class, the business man in wholesale or retail 
trade. The result of these criticisms, in Parliament and the 
Press, was the appointment of the present Committee, under the 
chairmanship of Lord MERSEY, with full powers to inquire and 
reports as toany reforms they might consider necessary. The 
Committee was a most catholic one, comprising, in addition to 
several officials, members of Parliament dzawn from the ranks 
of all the three English political parties, and three representa- 
tives of the legal profession not connected with the House of 
Commons—namely, Lord Mersky, Judge Parry, and 
Mr. Enctish Harrison, K.C. Two reports have now been 
issued. The majority report is signed by Lord Mersey, 
Mr. BLACKWELL, Mr. Burcuett, Mr. Henry Hosnouss, 
and Mr. GwyNNnk, M.P., and there is a memorandum to it signed 
by Mr. Enctish HARRISON and also by Mr. Gwynne. The 
minority report is signed by Judge PARRY and two members of 
Parliament, namely, Mr. ELLiEs Davigs and Mr. SNOWDEN. 


The Recommendations of the Committee. 


The difference between the two reports is one of pace rather than 
of principle ; the authors of the minority report wish to make 
greater and more revolutionary changes than commend themselves 
to the more cautious majority. Mr. ENGLISH HARRISON and Mr. 
GWYNNE agree generally with the majority, but dissent strongly 
in their memorandum from one proposal—namely, the limitation 
of the right to trial by jury in civil cases. The chief reeommend- 
ations of the majority report (there are forty-five in all) appear 
to be: (1) that in all civil actions, except defamation, unless 
both parties desire a jury, the Master (and on appeal the judge 
in chambers) shall have an absolute discretion to decide whether 
or not a jury is necessary, and if necessary, whether it is to be 
acommon or a special jury ; (2) that when a member of a jury 
dies, becomes ill, or makes default after the commencement of the 
trial, the rest of the jury shill be competent to return a verdict ; 
(3) that the rating qualifications for common and special jurors 
be reduced to £20 in Middlesex and London, and £15 elsewhere 
(except in the case of licensed premises, where the qualification 
for special jurors is to be raised) ; and (4) that common jurymen 
shall be paid out-of-pocket expenses and receive allowances for 
(a) subsistence, (b) travelling, and (c) lodgings. The other recom- 
mendations are subsidiary to the above, or are chiefly concerned 
with the mere machinery of preparing lists and summoning 
jurors. The minority report, on the other hand, is concerned 
chiefly with substantial reforms and proposes the following 
drastic changes: (1) Abolition of the special jury ; (2) assimi- 
lation of the jury list to the parliamentary register ; (3) the 
appointment of a permanent official as a summoner of: all juries ; 
and (4) the selection of jurors from the list by an automatic 
system, and not at the discretion of the summoner. ‘There can be 
no doubt that the changes advocated by the minority, although 
somewhat sweeping, have at least the merit of extreme simplicity. 


Penal Actions and Technicalities. 


DOUBTLESS TECHNICAL objections, like estoppels, are odious, but, 
at times, they are of great service in enabling a judge to defeat an 
exaggerated claim to which there is no legal reply. Such is the 
conclusion one arrives at when one reflects on the dramatic 
climax which marks the final stage of the now celebrated penal 
action against a member of Parliament : Forbes v. Sir Stuart Samuel 
(Times, 29th inst.). The plaintiff, a common informer, had 
brought his action for penalties under the Act of 1782, passed 
before the Union, and only applying to English departments of 
State, instead of under the later Act of 3803, passed after the 
Union, and possessed of a wider scope. The result was that his 
statement of claim disclosed no ground of action. Of course, nowa- 
days, both in civil and criminal proceedings, judges have in 
their discretion wide powers of amendment. But such discretion 
ought not to be [exercised when there are no merits 
behind the technical claim of the plaintiff. “He who 
seeks equity must do equity ;” by analogy, he who founds his 


on a technical, but admittedly honest and innocent breach 





of a statute, can scarcely complain if he is hoist on his own 
petard, and defeated by a technical objection. In the present 
case, however, ScrRuTTON, J., had an additional reason for 
refusing to amend. Two other plaintiffs have started penal 
actions ; if the plaintiff amended and got judgment now he would 
oust the others, for only one person can succeed in a penal 
action. All things considered, the learned judge saw no 
reason for assisting the plaintiff, whose technicalities were 
wrong, to defeat the possible claims of the other plaintiffs. 


The Outcry against Devilling. 

THERE ARE nowadays certain questions of professional practice 
on which the two branches of the legal profession fail to take 
quite the same views, although in all cases we believe there is 
less difference of opinion than readers of the public press are 
disposed to imagine. One of these is the system at the 
bar known as devilling. There are two kinds of devilling— 
chamber devilling and devilling in court; but it is only the 
latter, we suppose, to which any objection is taken. As a matter 
of fact, there is much to be said on both sides. A client, lay or 
professional, desires the services of a certain barrister in court, 
and a brief is duly delivered to him. When the case comes on, 
his counsel either never turns up at all or only runs in to take a 
witness or make a speech ; the rest of the work is done by a 
“devil,” about whom the client knows little or nothing. 
Naturally he is annoyed; the inevitable anxiety attending 
every lawsuit is increased by lack of confidence in the man 
who is to fight it for him. And, especially if he loses, he 
grumbles at paying counsel’s fees to counsel who did not 
do the work. Prima facie, all this is not unreasonable. 
But there is another side to the question. Counsel, when he 
receives a brief, has not control over the date of the appearance 
in the list ; three cases, as to which the same junior settled the 
statement of claim at intervals of six months apart, may be put 
down in different courts on the same day. Again, he may have 
a perfectly free week ahead of him when he actually receives a 
brief, may attend in court every day awaiting his case, and find 
that it ischecked by some case of unexpected length until next 
week, when he is busy in some other court. He has done all the 
heavy work of getting up his case and constructing legal argu- 
ments ; why should he send back the briefand go unpaid for some 
reason which is no fault of his? And if he does do so at the last 
moment, will a new barrister, hastily instructed, obtain the 
mastery of the case so as to do it justice? On the other hand, 
his devil has, at least, read the papers and assisted him to get up 
the case ; why should not his devil fight itincourt? Until some 
solution to this embarrassment of, counsel is found, we fear that 
it is neither just nor practicable to insist on the return of brief and 
fee whenever at the last moment he cannot attend. 


Suggestions for Reform. 

But wE believe that the Bar Council and the Committee of 
the Law Society, if they put their heads together and tried to 
arrive at some readjustment of existing etiquette, could work 
out several quite practicable reforms which would tend to meet the 
grumbles of the lay-client without destroying the present system 
of devilling. To be considered at all, such reforms must be not 
very sweeping, and must be not inconsistent with the main 
lines of legal traditions. Bearing this in mind, we offer one or 
two suggestions. In the first place, when the solicitor delivers 
the brief to the barrister’s clerk on the definite understanding 
that he must either refuse it at once or promise to attend in 
any event, a special endorsement of that fact might be made on 
the brief when delivered, in some common form and initialed by 
counsel or by his clerk ; this would avoid the misunderstandings 
as to the conditions actually made which occasionally arise. If 
unable to carry out in such a case the condition on which the 
brief was delivered, the fee should be returnable. Again, 
when some busy counsel is instructed but cannot warrant 
his attendance, the fee marked on his brief might be 
divided into two fees, one for reading the papers and 
the other for actual attendance in court. If no actual 
attendance were made by counsel, only the first fee should be 

yable. And we see no reason why, on delivering a brief, 
the solicitor should not be allowed to name a second counsel to 
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whom it is to be transferred if the one briefed is unable to attend. 
In practice this is done often enough by private arrangement, 
on the practice might very well be regularized and made 
general by receiving official recognition. Lastly, why should 
not the solicitor be allowed to brief a second counsel with 
a retainer of one guinea, such counsel to have a right toa new 
brief with the full ordinary fee if first counsel is unable to attend. 
We believe that these innovations would be neither very great nor 
would they be unworkable, and we really do not see why some 
tentative steps in the directions indicated should not be taken 
by the responsible authorities in both branches of the profession. 
In any case discussion of them can dono harm. With regard 
to the system of devilling in the Chancery Division, we may refer 
our readers to the interesting letter in the 7imes of the 29th inst., 
by a correspondent writing from Lincoln’s Inn under the 
familiar initials “A. U.” 

Determination of a Quarterly Tenancy. 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, raises a 
question as to the date when a periodical tenancy, following a 
fixed term, can be determined. The agreement in the case 
which he puts is for a term of “three years, and thence on a 
quarterly tenancy” from Christmas, 1910, and he states that 
there is doubt whether the earliest date for determination of the 
tenancy is at Lady-day or Midsummer-day, 1914; in other 
words, at the end of the first or second quarter after the expira- 
tion of the fixed term. It may be taken to be clear that the 
tenancy cannot be determined at the end of the three years. 
If authority is needed for this, it will be found in Cannon 
Brewery v. Nash (77 L.T. 648), where the lease was for six 
months, and so on from six months to six months, until six 
calendar months’ notice was given. This was a tenancy for a 
year at least. The words shew that there is to be a fixed term, 
and then something more ; there must be a beginning of the 
periodic tenancy as well. But need there be more than a begin- 
ning? A tenancy from year to year can be determined at the 
end of the first year as well as any subsequent year, unless there 
is something to shew that the parties intended a two years’ 
tenancy at least (Doe v. Smaridge, 7 Q. B., p. 959 ; see “ Laws of 
England,” Vol. 15, p. 439). There appears to be no such indica- 
tion in the present case; the parties must start on the quarterly 
tenancy, but there is no reason why they should continue 
that tenancy, and notice can at once be given to determine at 
the end of fhe first quarter; that is, notice can be given at 
Christmas, 1913, to determine in March, 1914. The recent 
decision of NeviLue, J., in Re Searle (1912, 1 Ch. 610) is in 
accordance with this view. There the tenancy was “for two 
years certain and thereafter from year to year.” The parties 
were bound to go on to the yearly tenancy ; that is, neither 
could determine at the end of the second year. But having 
started on the first year of the annual tenancy, it was com- 
petent to give notice to determine at the end of that year ; it 
was not necessary to go on to another. So here, it is not 
necessary to go into the second quarter. The only variation is 
that the notice, being a quarter's notice, must be given at the 
beginning of the first period, instead of, as in a yearly tenancy, 
during its currency. But this does not seem to make any 
difference in principle. 


Alteration in Picture Without the Consent of 
the Artist. 

A curious case affecting the rights of the purchaser of 
pictures has recently been determined by the German Imperial 
Court. A lady, who owned a private residence in Berlin, of 
which she occupied the upper floor, while the lower floor was 
let to a tenant, desired to have the vestibule of the house 
decorated by a fresco painting, and engaged a well-known artist 
to do the work. The painting, when finished, represented an 
island, with some nude figures of Sirens. To these nude figures 
the lady who had ordered the painting took exception, and 
employed another artist to paint over the figures so that they 
appeared to be draped. The first artist contended that this 
change violated rights which, as an artist, he had in the integrity 
of bis work, and although the owner covered the altered portion 
of the fresco by a curtain, he was not satisfied but brought an 





action demanding the restoration of the painting to its original 
condition, or, failing in that demand, its entire withdrawal from 
the view of strangers. The court is stated to have granted the 
petition, and to have directed the overpainted drapery to be 
removed. It is scarcely necessary to say that there would be 
great difficulty, the property in the picture having passed, in 
obtaining a similar decision in the English courts, As between 
the artist and his employer it might be contended that it was an 
implied term of the contract for the-execution of the work that 
the picture should not be {altered or tampered with, so as to 
present it to the wor'd in a form which did not represent the 
individuality of the artist. A similar case would be that of the 
publisher, who, having purchased the interest in a literary work 
from the author, should afterwards cause additions or alterations 
to be made by another writer. It may be that, upon proof of such 
an unwarrantable interference with the character of the work, 
an action to recover damages might be successfully maintained. 
But the difficulty in directing the removal of the alteration in the 
picture would probably be am insuperable obstacle to any further 
remedy. 








Lord Justice Farwell. 


THE retirement of Lord Justice FARWELL, the announcement 
of which has been received with great regret, removes from the 
Court of Appeal its strongest equity lawyer. Indeed, until the 
star of Lord PARKER began to rise above the firmament some 
half-dozen years ago, and gradually outshone the brilliance of 
all its rivals, most Chancery practitioners would have named the 
retiring judge as the only equity judge whose decisions could be 
regarded as approaching in authority those of the late Lord 
MACNAGHTEN. When one bears in mind the generally recognized 
weakness of the House of Lords in equity talent, it is all the 
more surprising that Lord Justice FARWELL never found his way 
there, although, after a remarkably distinguished career in the 
humbler rank of a first instance judge, he gained a well-earned 
place in the Court of Appeal. No doubt his failure to secure a 
seat in the final Court of Appeal was partly due to the fact that 
the avenue to that great tribunal seems to lie chiefly through 
the channels of law-office and political services; but possibly 
the unpopular character of his decision in the celebrated 7af 
Vale Case (1901, A. C. 426), made both the late and the present 
Lord Chancellor somewhat reluctant to incur political criticism 
by advancing him to the position which the legal profession at 
large would have liked to see him occupy. However that may 
be, the name of Lord Justice FARWELL must be added to the 
names of some half-dozen great equity lawyers—of whom Sir 
GEORGE JESSEL is, of course, the most famous—whose talents 
were never employed to strengthen the highest of our courts. 
Although it is with questions of real property and the elucida- 
tion of equity rules that scholarly minds associate Lord Justice 
FARWELL, his mind had a wider judicial scope than is usually 
found to be the case with those whose whole legal career has been 
spent in the Chancery Division. Masculine grasp of principle, 
and an almost light-hearted reliance on grim logic, even when it 
conflicted with views generally held, were the essential character- 
istics of his mind, and he displayed them at least as much upon 
purely common law points and on questions of constitutional or 
at any rate quasi-constitutional importance, as he did in dealing 
with the incidents of equitable estates. The extent and grasp of 
his powers have been displayed in a great variety of interesting 
cases ; but it will be sufficient for the present purpose if we 
confine ourselves to three of his ablest decisions—one dealing 
with the law of corporations (Taf Vale Railway Co. v. Amalgamated 
Society of Railway Servants, 1901, A.C. 426), a second with the 
character of negative easements (In Re Nisbet and Potts’ Contract, 
1905, 1 Ch. 391), and a third disentangling the hopeless con- 
fusion into which the law of negligence seems to have fallen 
(Latham v. Johnson, 1913, 1 Ch. 399). The first two decisions 
are very famous, and have been referred to or followed in a mul- 
titude of later cases ; when he delivered judgment in each case 
Lord Justice FARWELL was still only a judge of first instance, and 
possibly the second case might be named as that which secured 
tor him his promotion. The third judgment was delivered quite 
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recently in the Court of Appeal, and will long be regarded as a 
classic in certain branches of the law of negligence. 


Now, it is really a fact, and a most singular fact, that Lord 
Justice FARWELL’s first great case, which was decided by him as 
vacation judge—famous as it has since become —was not reported 
at all in the Law Reports. Those who wish to find his views 
upon the liability of trade unions must go to the report in the 
House of Lords, where his judgment is set out before the argu- 
ments in the higher courts, in the 7'af Hale Appeal 1901, A. C. 
426), or else they can find it in the report given in this journal 
at the time (44 SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL, p. 744). Moreover, even 
when the House of Lords report is given, it is graced with the 
very briefest of headnotes, just this—‘ A trade union, registered 

er the Trade Union Acts, 1871 and 1875, may be sued in its 
registered name. The decision of the Court of Appeal (1901, 
1 K. B. 170), reversed, and the decision of FARWELL, J., 
restored.” Was there ever so short a headnote to so famous a 
caso? As is well known, FARWELL J., was reversed unanimously 
by three strong judges, A. L. Smirn, M.R., and Co..ins 
and StrruinG, L.JJ. In the House of Lords his decision was 
restored with equal unanimity by Lords MACNAGHTEN, SHAND, 
BRAMPTON, and LINDLEY. In due course of time a statute was 
passed, the Trade Disputes Act, 1906, to overrule by legislative 
action the decision of that House. 


The point at issue was one of those points, apparently simple, 
which afford scope for a really great talent for the appreciation of 
legal principles. The question was simply whether or not a trade 
union, which holds property and which has extensive powers and 
privileges conferred upon it by the constitutive Acts of 1871 and 
1875, is liable to be sued in tort upon the principle of Respondeat 
superior for wrongful acts committed by its subordinates. Now, 
inorder to be sued at all, you must be a person ; you must have 
a persona which the law will regird as an entity capable of 
being rendered legally responsible for the acts it does or directs 
to be done, or at any rate permits to be done on its behalf. A 
human being is such an entity, he has a persona and can be sued. 
Soisa partnership; by custom, statute and Rules of Court, a 
iirm can be sued in the trade name. So, too, is a corporation, for a 
corporation is a legal entity distinct from the separate indiv:duali- 
ties of its members. But here the law calls a halt ; a club, when 
unincorporated, cannot be sued, for it has no individuality or 
property of its own ; its contracts are entered into by its officers 
as principals, not agents, and tru-tees hold its property for the 
benefit of its members. What then is the position of a trade 
union? With which of these two divergent classes of economic 
unities does it bear true legal analogy. FARWELL, J., 
answered the point with clear grasp of the point at issue. 
He saw at once that the existence of persona, or the possession 
of separate legal existence, turned on whether or not the 
group of individuals had a name recognized by law, a capacity to 
own property in itsown right, and the power to perform legally 
valid acta through agents chosen by itself in accordance with its 
constitution. If it has these, then there is a legal entity distinct 
from the members; if it has not got these powers, then the 
group is in law only a name and not a reality. An analysis of 
the Trade Union Acts revealed the possession by trade unions 
of those three attributes, which an unincorporated club does 
not possess. Thereupon, in the teeth of practice and commonly 
held opinion, FARWELL, J., courageously followed out this 
principle to its logical conclusion ; he decided fearlessly that trade 
unions could be sued. 


The same quick intuition for first principles marked his 
decision in a very different class of cases, namely, the effect of 
title by limitation on negative easements. A squatter had 
aquired by twelve years’ uninterrupted possession a title to 
land which had been burdened in perpetuity with negative 
tasements forbidding building upon it. Under the Statute of 
Limitations, after twelve years’ adverse possession by a squatter 
‘gainst the true owner, “the right and title of such person to the 

. shall be extinguished” (3 & 4 William 4, cap. 27, 
&34). Does this give the squatter a clear title as against the 
Owner of the dominant tenement, for the benefit of which the 


arose in Re Nisbet and Potts’ Contract (supra). It is a point which 
obviously admits of endless subtle arguments, and on which the 
old law of seisin and equitable interests seemed to give an answer 
directly opposed to justice and convenience. Lord Justice Far- 
WELL declined to follow the old law and his decision constituted 
perhaps, the greatest breach, with received notions which real 
property law has seen. He shewed that negative easements 
created by restrictive covenants are really equitable interests in 
the land which they burden, and therefore—like all equitable 
interests——binding on the land as such, until there is a purchaser 
who takes the legal estate for value and without notice. A 
squatter must be deemed tobe a purchaser with notice; he is 
treated by the law as if he had acquired the legal estate in a 
lawful manner, and, therefore, is bound by any equities he would 
have discovered affecting the land had he investigated the title. 
What the Statute of Limitations extinguishes is simply the title 
of the legal owner to which the squatter succeeds, and not the 
equities which bound the property in the hands of the legal 
owner. Under the old law equities depended on the legal seisin 
and were destroyed by an adverse possession which created a 
tortious seisin. [t was this doctrine that FARWELL, J., set 
aside, and he made the new departure so clear in his judgment, 
that no serious doubt as to the wisdom of the view he took— 
can be said to exist any longer in the minds of lawyers. 
Another case, not so celebrated, but of great value to conveyancers 
is Manchester Brewery Co. v. Coombs (1901, 2 Ch. 608), which dealt 
with the question of covenants running with the land as 
between landlord and tenant, where the lease was only operative 
in equity. 


This same gift he shewed again in dealing with a subject not 
presumably so familiar to him—the common law of negligence, 
In Cooke v.'\Midland Great Western Railway Co. (1909, A.:C. 229), 
the House of Lords had decided, in very vague language, a case 
which imposed on landowners an extremely high liability 
towards children. A series of later cases had followed or 
distinguished this principle in a way which only added to the 
confusion it created. No one really knew what was the liability 
of landowners to children, wherein exactly it differed from 
their liability to adults, or why it did so. In Latham v. Johnson 
(supra), Lord Justice FARWELL delivered a remarkable judg- 
ment, which has cleared away the clouds of difficulty. He 
shewed that primd facie a landowner’s liability for negligence 
to children is just the same as his liability to adults ; a breach of 
some recognized legal duty to take care must be shewn. But 
certain defences available against adults are not available against 
children, because of their mental inferiority, ¢.g., the defence that 
they are trespassers, or the defencé of contributory negligence. 
It may safely be said that this brilliant judgment, which must be 
read at length in order to be appreciated at its full value, has 
made abundantly clear a principle which for the last three 
years bad eluded the attempts of the whole common law bench 
to grasp it thoroughly, and apply it properly. * 








The King’s Bench Commission. 


III. 


THREE witnesses were examined on behalf of the bar—Mr. 
MONTAGUE SHEARMAN, K.C., Mr. W. ENeuisn Harrison, K.C., 
and Mr. DistuRNAL. Mr. SHEARMAN would — the over- 
lapping of quarter sessions and assize cases by monthly sittings 
of the local criminal courts. ‘The judges spend many days on 
circuit in hearing cases which are cognisable by quarter sessions. 
My suggestion is that the system carried out within the area of 
the Central Criminal Court, of holding monthly instead of 
quarterly sittings, should be introduced throughout England in 
counties and boroughs, and that all cases cognisable at quarter 
sessions should be tried by county and borough recorders sitting 
once a month. The judge of assize would then try cases cog- 
nisable only by a judge and a few other suitable cases.” The 





Mgative easements were created ? Such was the question which 


extension of the system of stipendiary magistrates is no doubt 
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desirable, but probably the present Commission will not 
think it within their province to recommend it, Obviously, 
however, Mr. SHEARMAN makes a good point when he says 
that criminal trials should be held quickly after the event, when 
the evidence of the witnesses is more exact and credible. As to 
civil business in London, he would secure its continuity by keep- 
ing a definite number of judges always available for it. “I 
suggest,” he said, “that if you want a satisfactory system you 
should have a permanent staff in London kept separate from a 
permanent staff allotted to the country work—I do not mean two 
classes of judges, but for a whole term there should be a certain 
number of judges sitting in London, and they should never be 
taken out of London for any reason. If matters should break 
down on circuit, the system of Commissioners is available for the 
work on circuit. I suggest that there should be eight or nine 
judges in London permanently kept doing London work and not 
having their lists interfered with. They would get through a 
mass of work.” On the question of juries, he is in favour of the 
retention of the present system, because, apparently, juries shew 
a wholesome disregard of strict legal rights. In actions on policies 
of insurance, for instance, they find for the plaintiff, on the 
‘healthy principle” that he has a policy and ought to be paid. 
And as to extension of the jurisdiction of the county courts Mr. 
SHEARMAN adopts a current opinion at the bar and is strongly 
opposed to it. “I have thought it over very seriously, and I do 
not think any extension of the jurisdiction of county courts 
would work. The county court judge is overburdened with his 
multifarious duties at the present time, and if you add to that 
some of the High Court work there would be a complete break- 
down, and the public would not care to go to them at all.” But 
we do not gather that this opinion is based upon recent experi- 
ence of county court work, 

Mr. ENGLISH HARRISON emphasized the severe strain which is 
frequently put upon judges on circuit by the effort to finish at 
one place before going on to the next, and like others he insisted 
on the necessity of maintaining in London the continuity of the 
more important business ; he expressed himself as opposed to any 
substitution of an inferior official for the judge at chambers. The 
answer, of course, is that much of the business of the King’s 
Bench Division now done in chambers ought to be done, like 
similar business in the Chancery Division, in court. Mr. 
HARRISON stated that the Bar Council are opposed to the 
transfer of bankruptcy and revenue businesseto the Chancery 
Division, although, clearly, that is the more appropriate division 
for it. The suggestion that criminal matters arise in connection 
with bankruptcy, and that, therefore, this business should remain 
in the King’s Bench Division, is of no great weight. Mr. 
DisTURNAL’S evidence reiterated the demand for the increase 
in the judges, and the objection to any extension of county 
court jurisdiction. As regards the daily arrangement of business, 
he took the point frequently made before, that the lists should 
not contain cases which there is not a fair probability of 
reaching: “ No more business should be inserted in a day's 
cause list than the court will be likely to finish in the one day. 
In following this principle it will be well to remember that it 
will be cheaper to the community as a whole that a judge should 
finish his list and rise early, than that several sets of parties 
should be kept hanging about and not taken at all.” And he 
attributed the frequent inclusion of ineffective causes in the list 
to the rule which disallows, on taxation, costs of preparing for 
trial before the action is set down. 

We have reserved to the last the evidence of Mr. Justice 
PHILLIMORE and Master T. WiLLEs Cuitty. The former 
was one of a committee of five appointed by the judges 
oi the King’s Bench Division in connection with the Commission, 
and he gave evidence, we gather, on behalf of the committee, 
The increased pressure in the division he attributes to the more 
thorough and exhaustive way in which cases are now tried, as 
well as to the additional business caused by recent changes in 
assize work and by the establishment of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal. A good deal of time was given to discussing the circuit 
arrangements and the occasional waste of time on circuit. This 


waste seems to be an inevitable consequence of the necessity of 
tixing dates in advance. 


To some extent the inconveniences of 


travel, especially in Wales, are now avoided by the use of motor. 


cars. The committee of judges are opposed to the clearing off 
of all the smaller cases in advance of the Assizes. “We think,” 
said Sir WALTER PHILLIMORE, “first of all, that it is very 
desirable that magistrates and recorders, and even chairmen of 
quarter sessions, should occasionally see the smaller criminal 
cases tried by a High Court judge. Secondly, we know that a 
great many cases which can be tried at quarter sessions are yet 
of extreme importance, and had better, on the whole, go to a 
High Court judge ; and, thirdly—and this is one of my colleagues’ 
very strong points—-that we who sit as judges of the Court of 
Criminal Appeal consider it extremely desirable that we should 
not lose touch of the class of cases dealt with by recorders and 
chairmen of quarter sessions, else we shall not understand how 
to deal with them in the Court of Criminal Appeal.” As to the pro- 
posed transfer of bankruptcy work, Mr. Justice PAILLIMORE prefers 
for various reasons to keep it in the King’s Bench Division, and 
he differs from Joyce, J., as to the expediency of imprisonment 
for non-payment of money :—‘ To my mind it is a most valuable 
jurisdiction ; amongst otber things, it is sometimes the only way 
in which husbands who will not pay their wives alimony can be 
made to pay; and I get quite an appreciable number of those 
cases every year. As exercised in the High Court, and, I hope, 
everywhere, it is a jurisdiction which makes those peop!e who 
can, and will not, pay.” The conclusion of tbe whole matter, so 
far as the committee of judges is concerned, is that the delays 
ought to be met by a sufficient addition to the bench, and that 
if this is done other matters can be le!t as they are. 

The evidence given by Master WILLES CHITTY is important 
by reason of his well-known eminence both in matters of law 
and practice. We have already (p. 492, ante) mentioned his 
chief suggestions. ‘The summons for directions should either 
be done away with altogether, or else should be made a really 
efficient proceeding. For the latter purp~se the representatives 
of the parties attending the summons should be more fully 
instructed as to the merits and requirements of the case than is 
at present the practice. “This would probably make it 
reasonable to allow a larger fee than is now allowed, !nuit this 
would, I feel sure, be more than compensated in most cases by 
the subsequent saving of expense.” Pleadings should be 
simplified ‘and a short and concise statement of the ‘ points’ 
relied on by either side and of the nature of the claim made and 
relief sought without any narrative or evidence or unnecessary 
details substituted. All the long traverses at present set out in 
the defence should be made unnecessary. A system somewhat 
similar to that in use in the eases in the ‘Commercial List’ 
should be adopted in all cases in whch pleadings were ordered 
at all,” He is averse to trial by jury, and thinks that “ in process 
of time we shal] come to a state of things when trial by jury 
will be practically abolished.” He would have a “ chief master” 
to replace the present judge at chambers, and alter the existing 
chamber practice by sending ceitain matters, such as prohibition, 
into court, and sending appeals in certain other matters direct 
from the master to the court. 

But the most important of his suggestions, and the one which 
points most clearly to the reform of the future, even if it is not 
immediately practicable, is the unification of the systems of 
central and local administration of justice :— 

“TI venture to think.that the real remely for the present state of 
things is the amalgamation of the High Court and the county cours 
into one, so as to make all the courts branches of one supreme court. 
I would abolish the present circuit system, and, in addition to the 
present county courts or in extension of them, establish ‘ di-triet 
courts’ at certain large central places where there should be con- 
tinuous sittings by ‘district judges,’ intermediate between the 
present county court judges and High Court judges, Judyes of the 
High Court would periodically visit these district courts and hold 
sittings there for the trial of the more important cases. This woul 
afford an equivalent for the present cireuit system in places wherelt 
is justified, and would relieve the High Court judges from all 
necessity for attending the smaller circuit towns. ‘It would also, ! 
think, relieve the county court from being overloaded with heavy 
cases, and enable them to give more time to the smaller cases fot 
which they were originally intended and for which they really ar 
required. A system by which cases could easily be transferred from 
one class of court to another should be provided. One great thing 
to aim at, I venture to submit, is the establishing of continuo’ 
sittings in London, meaning th-reby the regular and continuods 
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sitting from day to day throughout the year, say, of at least six 
courts. 
court, continuously doing the same class of work for at least the 
whole of a ‘sitting’ or other defined period.” 

This represents the view of the clear-minded constructive 
reformer, not trammelled by immediate considerations of the 
scope of the inquiry. But the terms of the inquiry will. we 
imagine, restrict any recommendations the Commission may 
make to alterations in the work of the King’s Bench Division as 
it is now constituted, 





Reviews. 


Conveyancing. 


PripEAUX’s Forms AND Precepents IN CoNVEYANCING (INCOR 
PORATING WOLSTENHOLME’S ForMS AND PRECEDENTS); WITH 
DISSERTATIONS AND NoTes ON Its LAWs AND Practice. Tweyty- 
First Eprrion. By Brensamin LENNARD Cuerry, LL.B., and 
ReGinacp Bepprneton, B.A., Barristers-at-Law. In Two Volumes. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited), £4 


In compiling a book of precedents there is an obvious convenience 
in affording separate treatment to clauses which are of frequent 
occurrence and to precedents of an entire draft. To give entire 
precedents suited to the numerous cases which arise in practice 
would swell the book to unmanageable dimensions. But by giving 
separately the clauses which are either common form or are typical 
of clauses which must be inserted, and then compiling the various 
precedents by reference to these, it is possible to increase enormously 
the scope of the work. This system, which was adopted in the last 
edition of “ Prideaux,” has been continued in the present, and the 
resultis to furnish the draftsman with a work which he can readily 


use, and which, with suitable supervision, he can safely place in the | 


hands of a clerk, and also to provide hii with precedents suited for 
nearly all the drafts which he will be called upon to prepare. 


reduced to the task of the mere copyist. It is work which 
requires both care and skill, and in general it involves technical 
also knowledge and practical experience of a very high order. But 
even in complicated cases the book of precedents forms the ground- 
work of the draft, and a reliable and well-arranged collection 
is not only indispensable for every-day use, but is of great assistance 
to the expert draftsman. 

An instance of the endeavours of the editors of the present edition 
of Prideaux to make the work widely useful, and to cover all cases 
likely to come before the draftsman, wil! be found in the extensive 
and well classified collection of precedents of conveyances on sale. 
After some seventy clauses for use as they may be required, the 
complete forms are arranged, first, according to the title of the 
vendors—whether absolute owners, selling without or with the 
concurrence of incumbrancers, incumbrancers realizing their securities, 
trustees or tenants for life’ selling under powers of sale, in the settle- 
ment or statutory, or otherwise ; then according to the character of 
the purchasers ; and next according to the rfatare of the subject- 
matter conveyed. The last section includes conveyances in which 
easements and minerals form the subject either of conveyance or 
reservation. The precedents in this part of the work and elsewhere 
are accompanied by the dissertations on the law and practice of 
conveyancing which have always been a feature of “ Prideaux,” and 
which in the present edition have been very effectively revised and 
brought up to date. 

The question of searches is frequently one which causes the 
ne difficulty, but it has been greatly simplified by recent 
egislation depriving judgments and Crown debts of their effect until 
execution in some form has been registered, and also of the facili- 
ties for official searches, facilities which, in course of time, it may 
be hoped, will be extended to bankruptcies. ‘This branch of 
the sates is usefully dealt with, both as regards the former law of 
Judgments, and the present practice as to searches for writs and orders 
and for other matters. The facilities for searches in the Middlesex 

egister have, it may be noted, been greatly improved since the 
Festioation of this edition by the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) 
‘ules which camé into operation in March (pp. 221, 229, ante). A 
division of the work is devoted to precedents relating to registered 
land ; and of other special matters dealt with, we may notice the 
dissertation on, and collection of forms relating to, patents. In con- 
veyances to new trustees it is sometimes forgotten that the implied 
statutory covenant against incumbrances is void if the same person 
is both a transferor and a transferee. This difficulty may be met 
either by inserting an express covenant, or by making special provi- 
sion that the implied covenant shall operate as though the new 
trustees were the sole transferees. The point is noticed at Vol. IT. P 


So far as possible the same judge should sit in the same 


We | 
do not mean to imply that drafting can, save in simple cases, be | 


Company Law. 


| ConcisE PRECEDENTS UNDER THE CoMPANTES (CoNSOLIDATION) 

Act, 1908. By F. Gore-Browneg, M.A., K.C. Fourth Edition. 

By D. G. Hemmant, Barrister-at-Law. Jordan & Sons (Limited), 

20s. net. 

This edition of Mr. Gore-Browne’s useful collection of precedents 
is’ the first which has appeared since the Companies Consolidation 
Act of 1908, and the change in the references to statute law has 
naturally necessitated extensive revision ; and to prevent the growth 
of the work in consequence of new decisions and new statute law, 
the editor has decided to omit the sections dealing with winding up 
which the earlier editions contained, though he has kept the 
parts relating to reconstruction and schemes of arrangement and 
compromise. The precedents open with a form of memorandum of 
association, containing clauses exhausting in the approved style all 
the letters of the alphabet, and covering every operation which the 
ingenuity of the draftsman can conceive the company as requiring to 
| undertake. For those, however, who are content to shorten the 
document and insert only what is essential a short form of memoran- 

i The question of articles of association is more 
| serious, for company Jpromoters, in order to save expense, 
| are frequently content to accept Table A, with modifications, and 
| then it is often a matter of difficulty to decide on what 
| modifications shall be made. The only satisfactory way is for the 

company to have its own full form of articles. This gives the 
draftsman the chance of making satisfactory regulations and places 
them before the officers and members of the company in convenient 
shape. The form given in this book can be accepted by the 
draftsman as a reliable guide, and it is carefully annotated so as to 
shew the operation of the various clauses and the reason for their 
insertion. There isalsoa precedent of articles adopting Table A, 
with modifications, and these are followed by similar forms adapted 
to the case of a private company. The form here ppopersy excludes 
clauses 35 to 40 of Table A, providing for the issue of share warrants 
|to bearer. They are seldom required in any company, and should 
never have been included in Table A, but if Table A is adopted 
without excluding them, the company is not restricted to fifty 
members and cannot be a private company. ; 

In regard to the prospectus, clear directions are given as to the 
| disclosure which it is necessary to make, both to comply with 
| the general duty of disclosure as established by the cases and with 
the statutory requirements. This part of the work, including the 
| liability in respect of misrepresentation, has been prepared with much 
leare. Passing to the transactions arising in the course of the 
| company’s existence, the law as to the transfer and transmission of 

shares is carefully discussed, including the question of transfer to 
escape liability, which was raised recently in Ke Discoverers’ Finance 
| Corporation (1910, 1 Ch. 312), and liability in respect of forged 
transfers. Another useful section is that dealing with the borrowing 
powers of a company, and the nature of debentures, and the numerous 
precedents furnish efficient help to the draftsman. 


| dum is provided. 





Debéntures. 


| A TreEATISE ON THE LAW RevatinG TO DeBeNTURES AND DEBEN- 

TURE STOCK ISSUED BY TRADING AND PUBLIC COMPANIES AND BY 

Locat Auruoritres, with Forms AND PRepEDENTS. By Pau. 

FREDERICK Simonson, M.A. (Oxon.), Barrister at-Law. _Fourti 

Epirion, Revisep anp Larcery Re-writtey. Effingham 

Wilson ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

The importance of debentures as a subject for investment, and the 
numerous legal questions affecting their creation and enforcement, 
make it at once both interesting and useful to attempt an exhaustive 
examination of them such as is contained in this work, and we are 
glad to see a new edition of it. The creation of debentures forms 
the subject of Book I, and the rights and remedies of debenture- 
holders are discussed in Book II. These two books relate to comi- 
panies formed under the Companies Act, 1862, or, now, the Act of 
1908. Then the corresponding securities of railway and other statu 
tory companies, and of local authorities, are dealt with in Book =" 
The appendix contains numerous forms, including debenture and 
debenture stock, trust deeds, and the forms required on the issue of 
debentures, and in litigation relating to them. The leading 
peculiarity of a debenture is, of course, its operation as a floating 
security. This, Mr. Simonson points out, was first _explained in Re 
Panama, New Zealand and Australian Royal Mail Co.(5 Ch. App. 
318), and it results from the fact that the charge covers both present 
and future property, subject to the power of the company to ee sy 
any property while the charge continues to float. rhe a or 
giving debentures this effect was commented on by Jessel, M.R., in 
Re Fk rence Land and Public Works Co. 10 h. D. 530), and the 
passage in which debentures. have been finally defined is 
contained in the judgment of Lord Macnaghten in Government 





693, and the latter device adopted. 


Stock Investment Co. v. Manila Railway Co. (1897, A. C. 81), and 
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Mr. Simonson refers also to the summary of the earlier decisions 
given by Buckley, L.J., in Evans v. Rival Granite Quarries (1910, 
2 K. B., p. 999). The subject is one in which the courts have been 
active of recent years, and Mr. Simonson’s treatment of it is capable 
and interesting. 

Certain infelicities in the drafting of the Companies Act, 1908, 
are pointed out in the preface, in particular the reproduction in 
section 84 of the provision in the Act of 1900 with respect to the 
liability of directors and others for untrue statements contained in a 
prospectus. Owing to “ prospectus ” being defined in the Act of 1908 
as an invitation to the public, whereas there was no such definition 
in the Act of 1900, the statutory liability is apparently now confined 
to public issues, but it may be doubted whether this change was 
intentional. The discussion in Book II., chapter 3, of the various 
steps in a debenture-holder’s action will be useful to the practi- 
tioner, and the numerous forms in this connection are an important 


feature of the book, 





The Law and Lawyers. 


Tue Lawyer Our OLp-MAn-or-THE-SEA. By WitttAM DuRRAN. 
Wirn A Foreworp sy Sir Ropert F. Furton, M.A., LL.D. 
Kegan Paul, Trench, Tribner & Co. 7s. 6d. net. 

This book contains an abundance of severe criticism of lawyers 
and the law. We are not quite sure which Mr. Durran dislikes 
most, but since he treats law as the creation of the lawyers, we 
suppose his chief aversion is to the latter, as the source of the ills 
which he wishes to remove. We gather that he has no professional 
connection with the law, ut he clearly has a very good acquaintance 
with things legal. Sir Robert Fulton sums up in his “ foreword” 

-why not preface ’—the points Mr. Durran makes. _ In brief, they are 
as follows :—(1) the law is full of technicalities inherited from an 
antiquated and obsolete procedure ; (2) it is costly ; (3) it is dilatory ; 
(4) the trade-unionism of lawyers in both branches prevents reform ; 
(5) the jury system degrades the advocate and defeats justice ; (6) the 
law is uncertain for want of codification ; (7) judges should not be 
chosen from the bar, but should ba a separate class ; and (8) the 
political bias often shewn in the appointment of judges is reflected 
in their career on the bench. 

Chapter LV. is devoted to solicitors. They are, it is said, opposed 
to reform; the authority for this is Lord Loreburn, and we 
presume, therefore, the reform referred to is registration of title. 
That isa matter we need not go into here, and the only other point 
which calls for notice is the objection that a solicitor who makes a 
mistake in drawing a will is not liable for negligence. But the true 
remedy might, as Mr. Durran suggests, be a family council to repair 
the error. It would be by no means a bad plan to enable some 
authority to redraw unsatisfactory wills. This, however, is not a 
matter specially concerning solicitors, and the chapter is, perhaps, 
the weakest in the book, A correspondent recently sent us a cutting 
from a newspaper containing a review of the book which he thought 
required an answer in the interest of the profession. The paper, he 
said, was widely read in the North by the working classes ; and he 
was afraid they might be prejudiced against lawyers as aclass. The 
writer of the review, though not agreeing with Mr. Durran, put his 
view in a nutshell. “The attorney, the advocate, and the bench 
are a dangerous conspiracy to control and fleece the common man.” 
With due respect to our correspondent we have refrained from 
entering into this controversy, and in fact solicitors are not the main 
objectot Mr. Durran’s attack. If the bench and the bar survive, as 
no doubt they will, solicitors need have no anxiety. 

But while lawyers may have something to criticize in the style of 
the bock, there are few of Mr. Durran’s points that will not find 
sympathizers somewhere or other. We can leave the question of the 
morality of advocacy. It is a trite gibe that the business of the 
advocate is “to make the worse appear the better cause.” Mr. 
Durran seems to think that advocacy recognizes no restraint. He 
is mistaken. The advocate’s duty is to present his client’s case in 
the most favourable light, but he can do this only on the terms of 
being perfectly straightforward with the court ; otherwise he forfeits 
his professional reputation. Verdict getting may be well paid, but 
it is not a high form of advocacy, and Mr. Durran has no difficulty 
in collecting stories derogatory of the system. Many of the matters 
in which Mr. Durran is interested—such as the simplification of the 
law and of legal procedure—are already prominently before the 
public as objects of reform. So, too, with the reform of the divorce 
Jaw and the Jaw of libel. Other matters, such as the restriction of 
testamentary powers and the legitimation of children by subsequent 
marriage, are proper subjects for discussion ; though we fear both 
are hopeless at the present time ; by no means through the profes- 
sional opposition of lawyers, who, as a class, are not specially 
interested in these subjects, but from national prejudice. And the 
system of choosing judges from the bar, though, we imagine, too 


firmly established to be a matter for practical discussion, can be use- 


fully compared with the different system prevailing on the Continent. 





Altogether, lawyers can very well afford to forgive Mr. Durrant his 
personal attack for the interesting substance of his book generally, 





Patent Law. 


Computsory LivENCES AND REVOCATION OF PATENTS, WITH Forms, 
By T. W. Morcan, Barrister-at-Law. The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society (Limited). 2s. 6d. net. 


A patent is a monopoly, and is opposed-to common right, but the 
Statute of Monopolies (21 Jac. 1, c. 3), which swept away other 
monopolies created by the prerogative of the Crown, preserved 
patents, and their issue is now regulated by the Patents Act, 1907. 
After the issue, however, the patentee is liable to have his patent 
revoked, either because the essential facts to justify it did not 
originally exist, or because he is not working it with due regard to 
the interest of the public ; and on the latter ground he may also be 
compelled to grant licences to use it. The jurisdiction in respect of 
revocation and compulsory licences is conferred by sections 24 to 27 
of the Act of 1907, and is divided in a somewhat complicated manner 
between the Board of Trade, the comptroller, and the court. We 
wish that Mr. Morgan had printed the sections of the Act and rules 
relating to them in distinctive type, so that it would have been 
possible to distinguish readily which part of his book is statute or 
rule and which is comment. But, subject to this, he has given a 
clear and practical statement of the effect of the various sections and 
of the procedure under them, with reference to the cases, and, in 
particular, to the important judgment of Parker, J., in Re Hatschek’s 
Patents (1909, 2 Ch. 68), on the scope of section 27, providing for 
revocation where the patented article is manufaetured exclusively or 
mainly outside the United Kingdom. 





Company Law. 


PrrTman’s OuTiLInEs or Company Law. By F. D. Herp, B.A. 
(Oxon.), Barrister-at-Law. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons (Limited). 
Is. 6d. net. 

The lawyer is somewhat apt to assume that the memorandum and 
articles of association of a company will be intelligible to the officials 
who are in the main responsible for applying them. To a consider- 
able extent, this is no doubt the case, for they are written in plain 
English, and are, in the main, free from technicalities. But there are 
important matters, such as the different scope and effect of the memor- 
andum and article, the exclusion of trusts, and the effect of certifi- 
cates, which require to be explained, ard the present work does this 
in a lucid and concise manner, and is suitable for the use of secre 
taries and students of company law for whom it is intended. An 
appendix contains the circular issued from Somerset House under date 
13th January last with respect to the stamping of transfers, emphasiz- 
ing One curious effect of the Finance Act, 1910, namely, that shares 
transferred to a beneficiary in satisfaction of a pecuniary legacy are 
liable to 10s. per cent. ad valorem duty. 





The Bar Examination. 


A SELECTION OF THE QUESTIONS APPEARING IN THE Bar EXamI- 
NATIONS FROM 1905 TO 1913. By J. A. SHearwood, Barrister.at- 
Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

‘his selection of examination questions is arranged under the 
various subjects of examination—Roman Law, Real Property and 
Conveyancing, &c., and each question is followed by references to 
works in which the student wil find the answer ; and occasionally, 
where this can be done shortly, the compiler suggests the answer. 
The ingenious student, by a careful study of the questions and 
calculation of the chances, may thirk it safe to concentrate his 
attention on some special points, but if he adopts this ape | 
attitude he must not be too confident of success. Apart from suc 
less legitimate use of the book, it will interest candidates to see what 
obstacles their predecessors have had to encounter. 








Correspondence. 


Mortgages by Demise. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and W. eekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—In the article on “Mortgages by Demise,” contained in 
the Souicrrors’ JourRNAL of the 3rd inst., it is stated that a con- 
dition against bankruptcy contained in the lease cannot be relieved 
by the courts. Does not this require some qualification? Cannot 
sub lessees obtain relief under the Conveyancing Act, 1892, s. 4, 
on bankruptey of the lessee, even if bankruptcy is a breach of 
one of the conditions of the head lease, or (provided consent to the 
mortgage has been 7 obtained) in the event of the lessee assign’ 
ing or sub-letting without consent? In other words, has not the 
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court jurisdiction in favour of sub-lessees, in spite of section 14, 
sub-section 6 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881 ? S. 


[The statement, no doubt, for theoretical accuracy, requires to be 
qualified in the manner suggested. Section 4 of the Conveyarcing 


Act, 1892, is an independent enactment, and is not subject to the | 


exceptions in section 14 (6) of the Act of 1881. Hence relief can be 

iven to a sub-lessee against forfeiture for bankruptcy or for assign- 
ment or sub-letting without consent. But a mortgagee by sub- 
demise, who obtains relief in the case of bi ankruptey, may have to 
make hims elf liable as original lessee and not as assignee (Cholmel y 
School v. Sewell, 1894, 2 Q. B. 906, 914), and relief in the case of 
assignment without consent is given so sparingly as to be in practice 
unobtainable (Jmray v. Oakshette, 1897, 2 Q. B. 218; Jat‘hews 
v. Smallwood, 1910, 1 Ch. 777). In neither case is the statutory 
relief a matter on which reliance can be placed.—Eb. S../.] 





Determination of Tenancy. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—In view of the conflict of opinion that I have met with 

amongst certain members of the Jega] profession with whom I havé 
discussed the subject, I should be greatly obliged if you would 
ventilate the following through the medium of your Journal. 

I have before me an agreement to let a flat expressed to be for a 
term of “three years and thence on a quarterly tenancy,” from 
Christmas, 1910, and the point over which some doubt arises is the 
earliest date that such rs ancy can be determined. 

Some members of the profession hold that the tenancy can be 
determined by either party at Lady-day, 1914, on giving three months’ 
previous notice, while others have expressed the view that the tenancy 
cannot be determined before Midsummer, 1914, on the ground that a 

“ quarterly tenancy” implies a tenancy for two quarters at least, and 
in this case such quarterly tenancy commences at Christmas, 191: 3, 
and accordingly cannot be determined before Midsummer, 1914. 
“ Woodfall ” does not appear quite clear on the subject. 

What do your readers say ! “ SoLiciTor’s CLERK.” 

April 3. [See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Kp. S.J.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


DAYER-SMITH v. HADSLEY. No. 1. 20th and 2Ist May. 
Restraint oF Trape--Hovse AGENT—‘‘ CARRYING ON 
AREA—DEALINGS WITH PROPERTY WITHIN 
-INTERIM INJUNCTION. 








COVEVANT IN 
Business ’’—PROHIBITED 
RADIUS FROM OFFICE OUTSIDE 


In partnership articles relating to a business of auctioneers, house 
agents, and valuers the defendant covenanted not to engage in any 
business competing w ith that of the partnership within a radius of one 
mile from the firm’s business premises for a period of ten years from 
a dissolution. After a dis solution had taken place the defendant took 
an office just outside the mile radius, and proceeded to do business as 
a house agent with persons residing within it, and to advertise houses 
to be let or sold within it, sys ar 

Held (reversing the decision of Eve, 
mitted a breach of the covenant, md 
interim injunction until trial. 

Woodbridge v. Bellamy (55 Soricrrors’ 
326) distinguished. 

Appeal from a 


_ that the defendant had com- 
onli to be restrained by an 
204; 1911, 1 Ch. 


JOURNAL, 


decision of Eve, J., refusing to grant an interim 
injunction to restrain the defendant from committing a breach of a 
covenant contained in partnership articles. The plaintiff and defend 
ant in the year 1900 became partners in the business of house agente 
auctioneers, surveyors and valuers carried on by them at 15, Motcomb 
street, S.W. By clause 29 of the articles the defendant became 
bound in the event of a dissolution of partnership not to carry on or 
engage or be interested, directly on indirectly, either as prin: ipal or ser- 
vant or agent of another, in any business of a nature similar to or com- 
peting or interfering with the business of the partnership, or any 
part of such business, within a radius of one mile from the premises 
of the partnership for a term of ten years from the date of dissolu- 
tion. The partnership was discolved on the 11th of December, 1912, 
the defendant selling his share to the plaintiff. Shortly afterwards the 
defendant set up in business as a house agent in an office just outside 
the mile radius, and proceeded to do business with persons residing 
within it, to insert advertisements relating to houses within it in the 
press, and to put up notice boards outside such houses, announcing 
that they were to be let or sold. Eve, J., held, in reliance on Wood- 
bridge v. Bellamy (1911, 1 Ch. 326) that the defendant's business was 
eemntted at his office, and that his conduct did not amount to a 
breach of covenant. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., stated the facts of the case, and having read 
the covenant said that the defendant claimed, as a system, to be en- 
titled to carry on his business within the prohibited radius, to adver- 
tise houses and to put up boards outside houses to be let or sold. One 


‘the strictly 


thing, howev er, which he did not appear to claim was to act as a 
valuer of property within the radius. However, Eve, J., held that 
so long as his office was outside he was not carrying on business within 


the area. This was far too narrow a construction of the covenant. In 
Kirkwood vy. Gadd (1910, A. C. 422), which was a case under the 
Moneylenders 1900, the observations of members of the court as 


to the 






place where a man carries on his business being his shop or 
Sffice were not to be pressed as laying down any proposition of law 
binding the court in the present case, where the facts were quite 
different. Turner v. Evans (2 De G. M. & G. 740) seemed to shew 
that the plaintiff was right in his contention. In that case there was 
a covenant not to carry on a wine-merchant’s business within any of 
three counties. The defendant set up in a town just outside one of 
these counties, and systematically carried on business with clients 
within the area. On the evid nce, and the claim put forward by the 
defendant that he was entitled to do what he was doing within the 


area as a matter of right, the court ought to 
tion until trial of the action, , with 
damages. It might turn out at the 
than was necessary, but that was 


grant an interim injunc- 
the usual undertaking as ta 
trial that the covenant was wider 
a question which must be left until 


later. 

Kennepy, L.J., agreed. It was not a case of any isolated act or 
acts, as in Woodbridge v. Bellamy (1911, 1 Ch. 326), but of a syste- 
matic carrying on of business within the area. ewe v. Evans (supra) 
alone was sufficient to shew that the decision of Eve , Was wrong, and 
Brampt n v. Beddoes (13 C. B. N. S. 538) was a —s authority in 
the plaintiff’s favour. 

Sir Samvuet Evans, P., who observed that no busine man in the 


yvenant in the sense 
judgment to the same effect. 
trnold Jolly; W. H. Cozens-Hardy, K.C., and 
SOLICITORS Morgan ad py hn: Spyer & 


{Reported by H. Lanarorp Ltwis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


country would read this « 
defendant, gave 
K.C., and 
Thompson 


claimed for it by the 
Counser, BF. Cl yton, 
Owen 
Sone, 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Ite WINDSOR. PUBLIC TRUSTEE v. WINDSOR. Warrington, J. 
2ist Muy. . 

Witt—Speciric Lecacies—‘‘Casn in Hovse’’—Monety Orpers— 

‘** ConsoLs ’’—ANNuITIES—‘‘ Deposits ’’—Stock IN SAVINGS BANK 

INTENTION OF TESTATOR—EVIpENCE—SuBSEQUENT LETTER 

A testator by his will having left ‘‘ cash in house,’’ “* Consols,”’ and 
" savings bank dep sits as specific le gacie 8 

Held, that Post Office money ‘orders in his house were “cash in 
house.’’ Held that, testator hi ting mo Cons ls in the technical sense 
and be ing in the habit of desc) thing Government stock as ** Consols 
two and a half per cent. Annuitie p used under that term. Held that 
stock standing in testator’s name in the stock register of the Post Office 
Savings Bank was a savings bank deposit. Held that a letter, subse 
quent to the will, was evidence that testator was in the habit of re- 


stock a 


The question to be decided in this case was the effect of the follow- 
ing words in the will of the testator: ‘I leave to my wife Sarah 
Windsor all cash in house and,such furniture books and pictures be- 
longing to me as she wishes to have. I leave to my wife Sarah Wind 
sor and my daughter Muriel Florence Windsor in equal shares all cash 
in bank Consols shares and savings bank deposits subject to the pay 
ment of my just debts and funeral and testamentary expenses.’’ The 
testator made no residuary bequest. He did not possess at the time 
of his death, nor was he known ever to have possessed, any two and a 
half per cent, Consolidated Stock. He was, however, po sessed of 


ferring to Government * Consols.”’ 


money orders and coin in his house, cash at his bank, two and a half 
per cent. Annuities standing in his name in the books of the Bank of 
England, two and a half per cent. Annuities standing in his name in 
the stock register of the Post Office Savings Bank and local loans 
three per cent. stock standing in his name in the said register, and cash 
on deposit in the Post Office Savings Bank. 

WaRRINGTON, J., said that with regard to the coin in the house thera 
was no question but that that passed to the widow as ‘“‘ cash in the 
house.’’ Could Post Office money orders be considered to be ‘‘ cash in 


the house’’? The object for 
the first words of section 23 of the 
the Treasury think fit, the 


which they were issued was shown by 
Post Office Act, 1908 “So long as 
Postmaster-General may provide for the 


remission of small sums of money through the Post Office by means 
of money orders es That was really what the Postmaster 
General was doing. The money order was merely the machinery by 


which he remitted through the Post Office from A. B. to C. D. small 
sums of money. The rec eiver of a money order only had to go toa 
post office and sign a receipt and satisfy the postmaster that he was 


the person named in the letter of advice and he would get the coin. 
The coin represented by the money order actually belonged to him. 
He was of opinion that a money order actually represented in the 
form of paper so many pounds, shillings and pence, and that in this 
case the money orders were ‘‘cash in the house’’ just as much as a 
Bank of England note would have been. The next question was 
whether the impression ‘‘ Consols’’ covered the two and a half per 
cent. Annuities. Did the testator mean to use the word ‘‘ Consols’’ in 
limited sense as covering only two and half per cent, 
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Consolidated Stock or did he intend to use it in the wider sense? So 
far as was known, the testator had never invested in two and a half 
per cent Consolidated Stock. In a letter to his wife, written a few 
months after making his will, he referred to a sum of stock standing 
in his name in the Bank of England as ** Consols,’’ by which he could 
only have intended £500 two and a half per cent, Annuities. He 
thouvht he was entitled to look at that letter as showing that the testator 
did call Annuities ’’ by the name ‘* Consols. He was of opinion that 
the testator called Government stock ‘‘ Consols,’’ and did not use the 
1] sense. With regard to the local loans, did they 





term in a strictly techn 


pass under the description “ Savings hank deposits"? In his opinion 
@ person to whose credit a certain sum of sto k was entered in the 
Government Stock Register of the Post Office Savings Bank was as 
much a depositor in respect of that stock as in respect of cash. Here, 


too, the testator had made use of the word “ deposits.”’ All sums, 
whether in money or in investments, were treated by the Post Office 
as deposits. He held that all the property in dispute passed under 
the will Counsen. J'omdlin;: Lightwood ; Hildyard. Souicrrors, Sole, 
Turner, & Knight, for Blake, Reed, & Lapthorn, Portsmouth; Rawle, 
Johnet & Co., for Cousins & Burbridge, Portsmouth 

{Reported by J. B C. Treaanturn, Barrister at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


% LAW, CAR AND GENERAL INSURANCE CORPORATION. J. & J. 
KING & SONS’ (LIM.) CLAIM. No. 1. 2nd, 3rd, and 4th April ; 
jth May. : ? 

AssuRANCE COMPANY WAINDING-UP Proor Unper EmpiLoyers 

Liazitrry Potrcy—Craims on AccrpENTs HAPPENING AFTER WINDING 

up ORDER—VALUATION oF LaiaBILity—AssuRANCE Companies Act, 

1909, s. 17, Scnepute VI., D. 

On the winding-up of an insurance company, proofs were 
the holders of an employer's liability policy claiming (inter lia) pay 
ment of indemnity in respect of accident which h Vl ved after the 
date of the winding up ol / : 

Held (Buckley, L.J., dissientiente), that in re spect of liabilities which 
were not a ert ined at the date of winding up, the holders were only 
entitled to prove for the value of .their policy as at that date, an 
accordance with th rule in Schedule VI. of the lssurance Companies 
Act, 1909, which, for that purpose, have sup led the rule laid down 
in Re Northern Counties of England Fire Insurance Co. ; Macfarlane’s 
Claim (17 Ch. D. 337). 

Deci mn of Neville, J (57 Sontcirors’ Jounnar, 185), rere ed. 

Appeal from a decision of Neville, J. (reported 57 Sortcrtors’ 
Jovrnat, 185) upon claims made in the winding-up of the company. 
Messrs. J. J. King & Sons (Limited) held an employer's liability 
policy insuring their employees against accidents under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act, renewable annually on the Ist of July, at one annual 
premium of £146 16s. 3d. On the Ist of July, 1910, the policy was 
renewed for a year, and expired on the Ist of July, 1911. On the 20th 
of December, 1910, a compulsory order to wind up the insurance com 
pany was made. The claimants tendered their original proof on the 
27th of January, 1911, but sent in an amended proof on the 4th of 
October, 1911, claiming sums of £328 and £611 in respect of acci- 
dents which had happened to two of their workmen while the 
policy was still current, but after the date of the winding-up order. 
The liquidator rejected these proofs, on the ground that the claimants 
could not prove in respect of any accidents occurring after the com 
mencement of the winding-up, for more than the return of a propor 
tionate part of the premium attributable to the period between the 
winding-up and the date of the policy. The question depended en 
tirely upon the true conetruction of the Assurance Companies Act, 
1909, s. 17, which is as follows: (1) Where an assurance company 
is being wound up by the court, or subject to the supervision of the 
court, or volunt irily, the value of a policy of any lass, or of a liability 
under euch a policy requiring to be valued in such winding-up, shail 
be eetimated in manner applicable to policies aml liabilities of that 
class provided by the sixth schedule to this Act. The rule in the sixth 
schedule is headed (D) As respects employers’ liability policies ; (1) Rule 
for valuing a weekly payment, and proceeds: The present value of a 
weekly payment ehall, if the incapacity of the workman in respect of 
which it is payable is total permanent incapacity, be such an amount 
as would, if invested in the purchase of an immediate life annuity from 
the National Debt Commissioners through the Post Office Savings Bank, 
purchase an annuity for the workman equal to 75 per cent. of the 
annual value of the weekly payment, and in any other case shall be 
such proportion of euch amount as may, under the circumstances of 
the case, be proper; (2) Rule for valuing a policy.—The value of a 
current policy shall be such portion of the last premium paid as is pro 
petcenate to the unexpired portion of the period in respect of which 
the premium was paid, together with, in the case of a policy under 
which any weekly payment is payable, the present value of that wee kly 
payment. Upon a summone to have the proofs allowed, Neville. J 
decided that the claimante were entitled to prove for losees incurred by 
rege rg Ae workmen after the date of the winding-up, holding that 
a — _ mets no alteration in the law declared by Re Northern 
a x i and Fire Jn urance Co., Macfarlane’s Claim (17 

l. ‘ )» where a holder of a fire poli y was held entitled to prove 


ent an by 








in a winding-up for loss incurred in a fire after the date of the winding- 
ap order. The liquidator appealed, and at the conclusion of the argu- 
ment the court took time for consideration. 

Cozens-Hanrpy, M.R., said that the appeal raised the question whether, 
under an employer’s liability policy, the holder could prove in respect 
of claims maturing after the winding-up order. Before the Employers’ 
Liability Insurance Companies Act, 1907, there was no special legisla- 
tion affecting such companies, and the company would have been wound 
up under the Companies Acts then in force. A policy-holder would 
have been entitled to prove (1) for accidents occurring before the wind- 
ing up; (2) for the loes to the policy-holder by reason of the repudia- 
tion of the contract at the date of the winding-up order. This was 
often a matter of speculation. But, if during the currency of the 
policy, an accident occurred which, if the contract had not been repu- 
diated, would have entitled the holder to £x, the court treated that 
fact as evidence pro tanto of the value of the indemnity, and the holder 
could have proved for £2, less a discount for the period between the 
winding-up order and the date of the accident. This was the prin iple 
of Sir George Jessel’s decision in Macfarlane’s Claim (17 Ch. D. 337), 
which was a claim under a fire policy to* which aleo no epecial legisla- 
tion was applicable. The Employers’ Liability Assurance Companies 
Act, 1907, had now been repealed by the Assurance Companies Act, 
1909, the governing statute The necessity for some special legielation 
was obvious. The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, Schedule I., 
par. 17, etated the terms upon which employers could redeem a weekly 
payment, and the Legislature adopted these terms as defining the value 
as between the assured and the company. It also laid down a rule for 
ascertaining the value to the assured of the indemnity which he had 
lost. Whether the Legielature had done more than this, and, if so, 
how much more, wee the crucial queetion in this appeal. The question 
turned upon a careful consideration of some obscure language in the 
Act of 1909. His lordship then read section 17 of the Act, and pro 
ceeding, said there were several points of difficulty in it. The ‘‘ value 
of a policy’’ was one thing; a “liability under such a policy’’ was a 
different thing. The lutter words, he thought, referred to a liability 
which had emerged, and which might, or might not, require to bs 
valued. For example, a capital sum due to dependente, or damages 
recovered in an action, did not require to be valued, whereas a weekly 
payment to an insured workman did eo require. He thought that the 
earlier words referred to the value of the indemnity given by the 
policy, viewed as on the date of winding-up. It was clear that the 
critical date was not the commencement of the winding-up, but the 
date of the winding-up order. Section 17 dealt only with matters which 
required to be valued, as distinct from ascertained capital liabilities, 
and D in the sixth echedule supplied the want in cases where weekly 
payments were secured. It followed that section 17 and Schedule 6, D, 
were imperative, and excluded any other mode of valuation; in short, 
they negatived the principle of Macfarlane’s Case (supra). He was 
unable to agree with Neville, J., and thought that the only proof, ex 
cept that in reepect of accidents before December, 1910, must be for 
the apportioned part of the premium paid from the 20th December, 
1910, to July, 1911. The order of Neville, J., should be discharged, and 
a declaration to the above effect eubstituted. 

Buckrey, L.J., delivered a judgment dissenting from the Master of 
the Rolls. He said he agreed with much of the latter’s reasoning, but 
differed from his conclusions. The order appealed from, he thought, 
right, subject to a slight variation. Having referred to the conflict of 
views in various cases as to the valuation of life policies, which led to 
a certain wiew—that laid down in Lancaster's Case (L. R. 14 Eq., 
72n)—hbeing adopted in the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1872, his 
lordship eaid he could not assent to the argument that that Act con- 
tained no general statutory rule for the valuation of a policy current at 
the winding-up, where an aecertained liability emerged before proof. 
After the statute the policy-holder must take what the Act gave him, 
and could have no more, but the appellant’s contention did not neces 
sarily follow from this proposition. Under section 17 the question was 
what was the value of the policy at the date of the winding-up? 
(seuming that as from then there was no contract, what wae the proper 
sum which the policy-holder could claim as putting him in as good a 
position as if there hed been a contract? The fact that there had 
been an accident, and that an amount was recoverable in respect of it, 
was no more than evidence to shew what at the date of the winding-up 
was the value to him of the contract contained in the policy, which 
as at that date was to be taken to have come to an end. The doctrine 
of Craig’s Claim (1895, 1 Ch. 267) and Macfarlane’s Claim (supra) was 
applicable, not because the statute had not in so many words taken it 
away, but because the principle was just as applicable under the statute 
as it had been before. The eetimated value under the statute was to 
include the present value of a weekly payment, and to ascertain that 
value at the date of the winding-up subsequent facts could be taken 
into account. His lordship thought the order under appeal was right, 
but inaccurate in its language. The policy-holder was entitled to prove 
for the value of the policy at the date of the winding up, and in that 
value should be included the then value of any sums which before 
proof admitted had emerged as liabilities in respect of weekly pay- 
ments. > ; 

Kennepy, L.J., delivered judgment in accordance with that of the 
Maeter of the Rolls.—Counsen. Younger, K.C., and F. 8. Maugham; 
Prank Russell, K.C and D. M. Kerlu. Sorrcrrors, Rawle. Johnston, 
& Co., for Pease & Ellis, Wigan; W. Wynne & Sons, for Ellis, Lockett, 
& Co., Liverpool. 

(Reported by H. Lanerorp Lewis Barrister-at-Law.] 
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LANCASHIRE AND YOR<SHIRE RAILWAY CO. v. LIVERPOOL 
CORPORATIO/. No. 2. 14th, 15th, and 16th Jan. ; 9th May. 
Rates—GENERAL RATE uNDER LocaL Act—PartiAL EXEMPTION OF 
LanD Usep as Ratway—WorkKs aNp CONVENIENCES AT Goops 
Srarion—Liverroo. Corroration Acr, 1893 (56 & 457 Vicr., c. 

CLXXXL.), s. 36. 

In an appeal by a railway company upon a case stated raising the 
question whether partial exemption given by the proviso of a local 
Act applied to land used for works and conveniences, or for the purpos: 
of a railway company, including the business of carriers, as distin 
guished from land used as a railway, 

Held, that the expression ‘‘land used as a railway” was not con 
fined to so much only of the land on which traffic was conveyed from 
point to point, and that the partial exemption applied to “sidings, 
turntables and land thereunder, and ta hoist-houses and land there- 
under, capstans and their machinery, but did not include cranes.” 

Decision of Divisional Court (10. L.G.R. 575, 107 L.'T. 264), varied and 
appeal of Railway Company allowed with costs in that Court, no custs 
on either side as to proceedings prior to the appeal. 

Appeal by the railway company on a special case stated as to the 
rating of certain items of property at North Docks and the Great 
loward-street goods stations at Liverpool. The Liverpool Corporation 
Act, 1893, authorised the corporation to make one general uniform 
rate on the net annual value of all property for the time being assessed 
to the relief of the poor, subject to the proviso that no person occupying 
land used only as a railway, made under powers of any Act of Parlia 


Vaucuan WiLtiAMs, L.J-, said the railway company had been forced 


| to come to the Court of Appeal, and they, having succeeded in part, 


were entitled to the costs of the appeal. As to the proceedings prior 
to the appeal, the Court ordered that there should be no costs on 
either side. Order accordingly.—Counse, for the appellait company, 
Buljour Browne, WK.C., Page, K.C., Greer, K.C., and #. AM. Konstam; 
for the corporation, Leslie Scott, K.C., Ryde, K.C., and G. 1. Cohen. 
Souicirors, A. de CU. Parmiter; Vewn & Co. tor L. N. Pickmere, ‘Town 
CTterk, Liverpool. 

(Meported by Ensxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 
VOMMISSIONERS CF INLAND REVENUE v. JOICEY. No. 1. 
30th April; Ist and 8th May. 
Revenve—Muinerat Rigurs Dury --Corpyyotps—Ricur to Ler Down 
Surnrace—* Ricgur to Work Muineraus’’-~Finance (1909-10) Act, 

1910 (10 Epw. 7, c. 8), 20. 

The lords of a manor having demised the mincrals under copyhold 
lunds, which they were entitled to work provided they did not let down 
the surface, to a mining company for a term of years, the copyholder 
ygronted to the lessees the right to work and get all the coal. and 

als under his land without leaving any support for the surface, 
in consideration of a vent bascd on the tonnage of minerals worked 

Hleld, that this awa grant of a right to let down the 
urface, and not of a right to work minerals, and therefore wot assess 


merely t/ 


| able to mineral rights duty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. 


ment for public conveyance, should be rated in respect of the same in | 


a greater proportion than one-fourth part of the net annual value 
thereof. The Recorder of Liverpool (EK. G. Hemmerde, K.C.) held, 
subject to the opinion of the High Court, that all the items as to which 
the partial exemption was claimed by the railway company to apply 
came within the proviso. The Divisional Court (Lord Alverstone, 
C.J., and Pickford and Avory, J.J.) revereed his decision except as 
to the sidings and turntables at North Docks station. The company 
appealed from the decision of the Divisional Court, and contended that 
it was necessary to enable them to perform its public duty that they 
should have roots over lines directly productive, and loading ways and 
roads, and loading ways and cattle platforms, sidings and turntables, 
hoist-houses and machinery therein, and approach roads to loading 

iys and land under various items. They contended that they should 
be assessed in respect of these items to the Liverpool general rate at 
one-fourth of the net annual value, and they relied, upon Clause 36 of 
the Local Act of 1893 (which was in terms similar to sections 
in other railway Acts giving a similar exemption), which provided 
that ‘“‘no person occupying land used .... only as a dock or a 
canal or the towing path thereof, or as a railway made under the 
powers of any Act of Parliament for public conveyance, shall be rated 
mm respect of the same to the general rate in any greater proportion 
than one-fourth part of the net annual value thereof.’’ The Divisional 
Court held that the partial exemption in the proviso was limited to 
land used as a railway as distinguished from land used for works 
and conveniences, or for the purposes of a railway company, including 
the business of carriers; and therefore that roofs over lines directly 
profitable, over loading platforms, joading ways or roads, as well as 
the loading ways or roads themselves, the cattle and other loading 
platforms, hoist-houses and their machinery and cranes, and approach 
roads to loading ways or roads, and certain sidings and turntables, 
and the land under such reads, sidings and turntables, were rateable 

1 their full net rateable values. Accordingly, the judgment of the 
learned Recorder was reversed and the appeal to Quarter Sessions dis 
missed with costs there and below. The railway company appealed. 

Their Lordships reserved judgment. 

Vaveuan WitiraMs, L.J., said that he preferred to base his decision 
on the ruling in South Wales Railway v. Swansea Local Board (24 L.J. 
M.C. 30,4 FE. & B. 189). By that ruling it-was still trne to say that 
to get exemption of three-fourths of the value the land must be used 
only as a railway: that the railway must have been made under the 
powers of an Act of Parliament for public conveyance ; and the expres 
s > was not to be confined to so much only 
of the land on which traffic was conveyed from pcint to point, but 
might include land in immediate proximity to the railway, properly 
60 called. Except therefore as to two of the items in the case of both 
stations, he thought that the decision of the Divisional Court should 
be affirmed. Those two items appeared to him to fall within § th 
principle laid.down in the South Weles Railway case, and therefore as 
to those the appeal succeeded. Those items were “sidings and turn 
t (which in the case of the docks station 
\ 


ion “* Jand used as a railway 


ibles and land thereunder ”’ 
s admitted), and hoist-houses and land thereunder, hoists, cap- 
machinery, but excluding from the latter item 


stans and their 

* cranes.”’ 

Kennepy, L.J., agreed. In his opinion the railway company were 
entitled to succeed in respect of the various items indicated by Vaughan 
Williams, L.J., and no more. 

Joyce, J., dissented, being of opinion that the appeal should be 
nllowed as to all the disputed items with the exception of the ‘‘ approach 
roads to leading ways or roads, and the land thereunder.” 

Leslie Scott, K.C., for the Liverpool Corporation, said the effect 
of the judgment was that the appeal in the case of the North Docks 
station was dismissed as to a sum of £3,000 and allowed as to a por 
tion of £51 part of £3,000, and in case of the Great Howard-street 
station it was allowed in regard to two items amounting to £1,443 
out of a total of £5,640. He asked for the costs of the appeal. 


| Colliery Co. for a term of forty-two years from 1884 


Appeal from a decision of Horridge, J. (reported 1913, 1 K. B, 458) 
on a petition of the Commissioners against the decision of a referee 
under section 33 (4) of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. The respon 
dent, James Joicey, was owner of certain copyhold land, parcel of 
the manor of Lanchester, in the county of Durham, and the Eccle- 
siastical Commigsioners were lords of the manor, and all the minerals 
underlying th® respondent’s land were vested in them. By a lease 
made in 1873 the lessors demised all the coal, ironstone and other 
minerals, and the right to work and.win them, to the South Moor 
There was 


| evidence that by the custom of the mano1 the lord was entitled to work 





the minerals without the cepyholder’s authority or consent, provided 
that in so doin the surt e of the land was not let do l. In 1897, 
when the company had worked all the coal that could be got without 
\etting down the surface, the respondent demised to them a right 
to work the coal under his land without leaving any support for the 
surface for all the residue of the term of the said lease, at a rent 
of 1jd. a ton for every ton of coal, ironstone, &c., brought to the 
surface. The Commissioners contended that the right so demised was 
a ‘fright to work the minerals”? und section 20 of the Finance 
(1909-10) Act, 1910, and having assessed the rental value of the right 
at £500, claimed the payment of £25 mineral rights duty. The 
referee and Horridge, J., both held that the right demised was not a 
W ay ave within the Act, and 


At the conclusion of the argu- 





right to work minerals nor a mineral 
therefore that no duty wa 
Ment the court reserved judgment. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that in the absence of sper ial custom 
neither the lord nor the copyho!der could work the minerals, but the 
concurrence of both was needed; in other words, the lord could not 
get that which was his property without the copyholder’s consent. 
The rights might, however, be varied by special custom in the manor, 
but except in so far as they were varied, the general rule prevailed. 
In this manor there was a special custom, under which the lord was 
entitled to work and the mimerals by underground workings pro- 
vided that in so doing he did not let down or otherwise damage the 
surface. This custom did not change the possession of unworked 
minerals, which still remained in the copyholder, but the lord was 
entitled to deprive hfm of that possession subject to the qualification 
above mentioned. While the copyholder had no right to work the 
minerals, he had what amounted to a veto wpon the working by the 
lord. His lordship then stated the facts of the case, and said that it 
eemed to him that the rent paid by the company to Joicey was not 
paid for a right to work minerals, for it was clear that Joicey had 
no such right to confer upon them. All that he could do was to release 
what might be called his veto, and to allow the company to work the 
coal without objection. notwithstanding that the surface might be 
damaged. He released his right to support not only from the subjacent, 
but also the adjacent minerals. The fact that the consideration for 

ole ; measured by the number of tons of coal gotten from 
the subjacent minerals seemed wholly unimportant. The case could 
not be brought within the fair meaning of section 20 of the Act, 
which was a taxing section, and ought not to be held to impose a tax 
upon the subje unless the words were clear. Horridge, J., was 
right in the view he took, and the appeal must be dismissed. 

Buckiey and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—Counset, Sir J. Simon, §.-G., and W. Finlay; Danckwerts, 
K.C., and A. 7. Bucknill. Soxicrrors, Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; 
Davenport, Cunliffe, & Blake, for Wilsons, Ormsby, & Cadle, Durham. 

[Meported by H. Lanasonp Lewis, Barristor-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re NATIONAL INSURANCE ACT, 1911. Warrington, J. 
llth April. . 
Natrona INSURANCE—EMpLoyeD CONTRIBUTORS—EMPLOYMENT OTHER- 
WISE THAN By Way or Manvuat Lasourn—LirHocrapHic ARTISTS— 
Encravers—1 & 2 Gero. 5, c. 55, secrion 1 (1), (2), Scuepute I. 
Parr II. (Gc). 
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Lhe question being whether “lithographic artists’’ who are employed 
in preparing plates for the printing of coloured reproductions of 
pictures, and “* engraver who are employed in the correction of 
plates jor the printing of half-tone photographic reproductions, are 
employed by way of manual labour, 

Jeld, that such “‘lith graphic artists and * engrave rs’”’ are not 
employed by way of manual le hour. 

The Insurance Commissioners moved the court, under section 66 of 
the National Insurance Act, 1911, to determine whether the employ 
ment of lithographic artists and engravers, at a rate of remuneration 
exceeding in value £160 a year, was an employment within the mean 
ing of Part Ll. of the Act. It would Le an employment within the 
meaning of Part Ll. of the Act if it was an employment *‘ by way of 
manual labour.’’ The employment of lithographic artists consisted in 
the preparation of plates for the reproduction by lithographic process 
of coloured pictures L hie cmployment was said to require both 
manual skill and artistic understanding. The artist had first to pre 
pare a tracing from the picture which he had to reproduce, called a 
lay form. ‘The several plates were then prepared by some workmen 
of an inferior grade, and the artist afterwards dealt with each plate 


in such a manner as to cause it to produce the proper effect when 
applied to the paper on which the picture was to be reproduced. it 
was contended on behalf of the employee that, having regard to tie 


large proportion of his time which was occupied in work which was 
mainly physical, it could not be said that he was employed other wise 


than by way of manual labour. The engravers, whose employment was | 


under consideration, were engravers engaged in the improvement ol 


half-tone engraved plates by the use of a graver roulette and barnisher. 
‘ng 


rhe engraver was employed to finish and improve a form of engraving |} 


} 


block known in the trade as a process block, and by euch improvement 
to get rid of any blemishes which might occur. It was his duty t 
bring out the light and ehade of the original picture and drawing, and 
venerally to correct the emphasis of the reproduction. 

WarRINGTON, J., said that, with regard to the lithographic artists 
what an employee in that particular case had to do with each of the 
plates was to indicate, by stippling or by drawing lines, the position 
on the plate in which the colour to which that particular plate related 
would be placed. In doing so he would, of course, use his hands. The 
question was whether that which he was doing was, not manual work, 
not something which involved the use of his hands, but whether it 
was manual labour. The distinction between manual work and manual 
labour was pointed out by Smith, J., in Cook v. North Metropolitan 
T'ramways Co. (18 Q. B. D. 683), when he said, ‘‘ The expression used, 
it should be noted, is not manual work, but manual labour, for many 
occupations involve the former but not the latter, such as lithograph 
clerks and all persons engaged in writing.’’ That distinction was 
exemplified in the clearest form in the two cases which were then 
before him. No one could say that the work of an artist who painted 
an original picture, whether in oils or in water colours, was manual 
Jabour. It involved manual work—namely, the placing by the artist 
of the colours upon the canvas, or the paper, or whatever might be 
the material on which he was painting his picture. So in the present 
e, what the employee had to do was to deal in a particular way with 
a particular surface, which was to be ultimately used in the produc 
tion of a picture. In doing that he necessarily used his hands, but 
the use to which he put them was not labour, because it involved no 
strenuous exercise of the muscles of his hand or his arm. The real 
labour involved was labour of the brain and the intelligence. A 
lithographic artist could no more be said to be engaged in manual 
labour than a Royal Academician who painted a portrait or landscape 
could be said to be engaged in manual labour. It seemed to him 
quite clear that the lithographic artist came within the exemption 
contained in paragraph (g) of Part II. of Schedule I. of the Act. The | 
case of the engravers was even stronger still. They were engaged in 
correcting and improving half-tone plates. All the employee had to 
do in that case was to take a graver’s tool and make certain corrections 
in the plate submitted for approval. He was of opinion that the | 
engraver was not engaged in manual labour.—CounseEL, Austen-Cart- 


cas 


f 


mell ; Cave, K.C., and Hastings; Wallington. Soricitors, J'he 
Treasury Solicitor; Scatliffs; Shaen, Roscoe, Massey, & Co. 
{Reported by J. B. O. Trecartuen, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


Re DURHAM COLLIERIES ELECTRIC POWER CO. (LIM.) AND 
ke DURHAM COLLIERIES ELECTRIC POWER CO. (LIM). 
POOLE v. THE COMPANY. Neville, J. 22nd April. 

Compawy-——Winpinc-Ur—Pracrice—Recsiven 1x Desenture-Houpers’ 

Actiox—ConpitionaL Contract For Sate or Companys UNper- 

TAKING ENTERED INTO By Rece1ver—PetTirion sy LiQuIpator 

TO SANCTION SCHEME OF ARRANGEMENT—SUMMONS BY RECEIVER TO 

Approve ConpITIONAL Conrracr or SALE—OnzE ORDER ON THE Two 

ApPLICATIONS—CoMPANiEs (ConsoLipation) Acr, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 69). 

Where a company is in liquidation, and a receiver has also been 

appointed in a debenture-holders’ action, and where there is befor 
the court both a petition by the liquidator to sanction a scheme of 
urrangement, and also & summons by the receiver to approve a con- 
ritional contract of sale. 

Held, that one order can be made on the two applications. 

These were two applications before the Company Winding-Up Court 

in this matter. The first was a petition by the liquidator of th 
ompany for the court to sanction a scheme which had been duly 
approved. ‘The petition was under section 12 of the Companies (Con- 
solidation) Act, 1908 (8 Ed. 7, c. 69) to obtain an order which would 
bind the debenture holders. And the second was a summons taken out 
by Poole, the plaintiff in the debenture holders’ action, asking that a 
conditional contract which had been entered into might be confirmed. 
| The summons and the petition came on for hearing at the same time, 
and the question was whether there could be one order on the two 
ipplications. The Durham Collieries Electric Power Co. Limited) in 
1907 issued £150,000 debentures secured by a trust deed. In 1908 
the debenture holders held a meeting, pursuant to a special provision 
in the trust deed, sanctioning the issue of prior lien bonds to rank 
in priority to the debentures, and sanctioning the issue of further 
debentures for £50,000, to rank pari passu with the other debentures. 
The Durham Collieries Electric Power Co. got into difficulties, and 
for some time its undertaking had been operated by another com- 
pany, which held many of the debentures and prior lien bonds. In July, 
1912, it was resolved that the Durham Collieries Electric Power Co. 
should be wound up. On the same day an action was commenced by 
Poole, on behalf of himself and all other the debenture holders of the 
Durham Collieries Electwic Power Co., against the company and the 
trustees of the debenture trust deed for the purpose of enforcing their 
charge created by the debentures. Judgment was pronounced and a 
receiver appointed. On the 11th of December, 1912, the receiver 
entered into a conditional contract with the company, who had been 
operating the undertaking for the sale to that company of the pro 
perty and undertaking of the Durham Collieries Electric Power Co. 
Under this contract the former company agreed to release the Durham 
Collieries Electric Power Co. from all claims in respect of certain 
debts due to them, and to release the prior lien bonds and debentures 
held by them, and to issue to the receiver 10,000 ordinary £5 shares 
in their company credited as fully paid up. The contract was condi 
tional upon the sanction of the court being obtained thereto in the 
debenture holders’ action, and was also conditional upon the sanction 
of the court being obtained under section 120 of the Companies Consoli- 
dation) Act, 1908, to a scheme of arrangement under which the deben- 
ture holders of the Durham Collieries Electric Power Co. other than 
this company,should accept the 10,000 £5 shares in this company in 
discharge of the debentures and all interest thereon. A scheme was 
prepared embodying these terms, and providing for the distribution 
amongst the debenture hdlders of the Durham Collieries Electric Power 
Co. of the 10,000 £5 shares in their company. The scheme was duly 
approved. 

Navitie, J., after stating the facts, said: I think the scheme of 


| arrangement put forward is a proper one, and should be sanctioned, 


and I accordingly grant the prayer of the petitioner. I also confirm 


‘the contract for sale. With regard to the question of the order, I 





A NEW DEPARTURE IN FIDELITY GUARANTEE INSURANCE. 


The form of Policy now issued by the ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE is up to 
date in every respect, and offers MANY ENTIRELY NEW AND ATIRACTIVE 
ADVANTAGES. 

Restrictive clauses hitherto appearing in all Fidelity Policies have been omitted, and 
the Po‘icy is free from all conditi ns likely to lead to misunderstanding or dispute. 

All Fraud or Dishonesty committed duriag the currency of the Policy is covered 
WHETHER DISCOVERED BEFORE OR A¥YLER THE POLICY CEASES TO 
BE IN FORCE. 

The Insured is not liable to pay te costs of an unane 

These extended benefits have been grauted WITHOUT 
PREMIUMS, which have always compared favourably with those 
first-class Offices. 


essful prosecution. 
ANY ADVANCE IN THE 
charged by other 





LEGAL AND GOVERNMENT BONDS. 

The Corporation is emnowered t> grant Bonds to all Departments of HIS 
MAJESTY'S GOVERNMENT, the BANKRUPICY COURTS, and the COURTS OF 
JUSTICE, 

CONTINGENCY INSURANCE. 

Bonds of Indemnity are a!so issued in connection with MISSING DOCUMENTS, 
DEFECTIVE TITLES, and many other CONTINGENCIES. 

Bonds are issued with the NECESSARY PROMPTITUDE, and minimum terms are 
quoted to SOLICITORS, who are invited to communicate with the Corporation at the 
Head Office or any of the Branch Offices. 





ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, A.D. 1720.) 


FIRE — LIFE — SEA — ANNUITIES —-EMPLOYERS LIABILITY— PERSONAL ACCIDENT —-BURGLARY— FIDELITY GUARANTEE— 
PLATE GLASS—-MOTOR CAR-—BOILER-LIFT AND MACHINERY-—TRUSTEE AND EXECUTORS OF WILLS. 


Total Assets exceed £6,qp0,000. 


Total Claims Paid exceed £60,000,000, 


HEAD UrricE: Royal Exehange, London, E.C. 


LAW Courts Brancn; 29 and 30, High Holborn, W.6. 


West Exp BRancu: 44, Pall Mall, S.W. 
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Metropolitan Drinking Fountain 
Cattle Crouagh Association. 


Patroness—HER MOST GRACIOUS MAJESTY QUEEN ALEXANDRA 
President—HIS GRACE THE DUKE OF PORTLAND, K.G. 
Chairman—Major-General LORD CHEYLESMORE, K.C.Y.0, 


FUNDS URGENTLY NEEDED. 


This Association is the only one of its kind. It has erected 947 
Drinking Fountains for haman beings and over 1,751 Troughs for 
horses and dogs. 

Supported by Voluntary Contributions. 

Itis estimated that 913,000,000 drink at the Association’s Troughs 
and Fountains in one year. 


It promotes temperance. 
_drink of water on the hard-worked horses in the streets. 


‘kindness to animals. 











Confers the blessing of a refreshing 
Encourages 





‘Assistance is required to erect more Fountains and Troughs 
= In the Streets to keep pace with the rapid and enormous 
* growth of the Metropolis and Provincial Towns. 





Contributions gratefully acknowledged by the Secretary, 
Captain W. SIMPSON, 70, Victoria Street, Westminster. 
Cheques and Postal Orders should be crossed ‘ Bare'ay & Co.’ 





FORM OF BEQUEST. 

I bequeath the sum of to be paid (Free of Duty) to 
the Treasurer for the time being of the Metropolitan Drinking 
Fountain and Cattle Trough Association, to be at the disposal of 
the Committee for the time being of the said Association. 











think one order can be made on the petition and on the summons, and 
I think it will be convenient that that‘order should be drawn up in 
the Company Winding-up Department.—Counser, H. HE. Wright; 
Tomlin; Spens and G. M. Simmonds.  Soxicrrors, Loughborough, 
Gedge, Nesbet, & Drew; Slaughter & May. 

[Reparted by L. M. Max, Barrseter-at-Law.] 


HOPE BROS. (LIM.) v. COWAN. Joyce, J. 25th April; 5th May. 
LANDLORD AND TENANT—DeEMISE OF First FLoor or Burtpinc—RiGuHT 
To OuTsIpE WALLS—WINDOW-BOXES OUTSIDE WINDOWS—TRESPASS. 


A demise of an upper floor of a building, which is bounded on one 
or more sides by an outside wall, will, in the absence of any express 
provision tn the lease, include the outer as well as the inner side of the 
outside wall. 

The defendants, the lessees of offices situate on the first floor of 
a building, erected window-boxes outside the windows of their offices, 
supported by iron brackets fixed into the outside wall. In an action by 
the lessors for an injunction to restrain the defendants from affixing or 
allowing to remain affixed to the outer wall any brackets or boxes with- 
out the consent of the plaintiffs, 

Held, that, in the absence of any provision in the lease, the outside 
wall must be taken to be included dn the demise, and that no injunc- 
tion could be granted. 

In this action the plaintiffs sought to restrain the defendants from 
affixing window-boxes for plants and flowers outside the windowe of 
an office occupied by them fronting upon Lord-street, Liverpool. The 
plaintiffs were the lessors and the defendants the lessees for a term 
of nineteen years from the 25th of December, 1911, of an office situate 
on the first floor of premises known as Sefton Chambers, at a yearly 
rent, the lessees covenanting, inter alia, to keep the whole of the inside 
parts of the said office, including the glass in the windows and doors, 
and fixures and fittings, in good and substantial repair, and not with- 
out the previous consent in writing of the lessors to alter any part of 
the structure of the said office or to advertise or to exhibit any 
advertisements in or upon the entrance hall, staircase, landings or 
passages of the said premises, or to attach or affix any name-plate or 
letters to the premises, except as thereinafter provided; and they 
covenanted further to remove all outside names and trade signs at the 
determination of the tenancy, and make good all damage caused to the 
outside walls of the building thereby. The lessors covenanted to per- 
mit the lessees to affix their names and business description in manner 
approved by the lessors upon the wall of the main entrance to the 
building, and to keep in repair the roof, main walls, main timbers and 
other external parts of the said premises at their own expense. The 
defendants, without the previous consent of the plaintiffs, placed 





window-boxes containing plants and flowers, supported by iron brackets, 
outside the three windows of their office, but so that the boxes did 
not rest upon or project beyond the plaintiffs’ cornice. The plaintiffs 
requested the defendants to remove the boxes, and on their refusal 
to do so, sought an injunction to restrain the defendants from affixing 
or allowing to remain affixed to the outer wall of the plaintiffs’ premises 
any brackets, stanchions, or boxes without the consent or approval of 
the plaintiffs. On behalf of the plaintiffs it was contended that the 
outside wall of the building was not included in the demise, and that 
the defendants were not entitled to interfere with the outside wall. 
For the defendants it was contended that they had done nothing in- 
consistent with the covenants contained in the lease. 

Joyce, J., in the course of a considered judgment, said : Speaking 
generally in the case of a demise of one floor of a building or of a 
room or office on any floor, which is bounded or enclosed on one or 
more sides by an outside wall, unless such outside wall is expressly 
excepted or reserved, or unless there be some context leading to a 
contrary conclusion, primdé facie the premises demised must neces- 
sarily comprise the whole, that is to say, both sides of the outside wall. 
This has been decided more or less clearly by Byrne, J., in Carlisle 
Café Co. v. Muse Bros. & Co. (46 Soricrrors’ Journat, 107). The 
contrary has never been suggested with reference to a ground floor or a 
top floor, and I cannot see why there should be any difference in the 
case of a middle floor. There is nothing in this lease to favour the 
contention set up by the plaintiffs that the outside wall of these 
premises was to be excluded from the demise. The contention that 
the erection of the window-boxes amounts to an alteration of the struc- 
ture has been expressly disclaimed. In my opinion the outer wall was 
included in the demise, and accordingly this action fails, and must be 
dismissed with costs.—Counset, for the plaintiffs, Cunliffe, K.C., and 
W. R. Sheldon; for the defendants, Hughes, K.C., and B. Benas. 
Soricirors, Sayle, Carter, & Co.; W. W. Wynne & Sons, for W. 
Holland Owen, Liverpool. 

[Reported by B. C. Canniworon, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re BIRKBECK PERMANE*T BENEFIT BUILDING SOCIETY. 
Ex parte THE OFFICIAL RECEIVER. Neville, J. 29th April. 
Poticy—InsuRANCE OF MortGaGe—ConpiTIon or Poticy—Pouicy To 

CEASE IF THE INTEREST OF THE INSURED IN THE MORTGAGED PROPERTY 

SHoutp Pass FRoM THE INSURED OTHERWISE THAN BY OPERATION OF 

Law—Un ess MeMoRANDUM or NOTICE TO THE INSURERS 18 ENDORSED 

ON THE Poxticy By THEM—CONSENT or OrricE—CoMPANY IN LiQuIDa- 

TION—PoweR or L1iQUIDATOR TO ASSIGN. 

A condition that a policy shall cease to be in force if any part of the 
interest of the insured shall pass from the insured otherwise than by 
will or operatién of law, unless notice of the assignment shall be given 
to the insurers, and a memorandum of \the terms thereof endorsed on 
such policy, is not a condition preventing the assignment of the policy. 
An assignment by the Official Receiver of such a policy in the ordinary 
course of his business of liquidator of the society is an assignment ‘‘ by 
operation of law,’’ and as such needs no consent. 

The rule in Doe d. Goodbehere v. Bevan (1815, 3 M. d&: S. 353) 
applied to the case of a transfer of a policy by an official liquidator of 
a company. 

This was a summons taken out by the Official Receiver in the winding- 
up of the Birkbeck Permanent Benefit Building Society. The Official 
Receiver had been appointed liquidator of the society, and an order had 
been made vesting all the property of the society in him. Part of the 
society’s property was a mortgagé, the repayment of which was insured 
with the Licences Insurance Corporation by a policy which defined ‘‘ the 
insured ’’ as ‘‘ the trustees for the time being of the Birkbeck Building 
Society,’’ and contained the following condition :—“ This policy shall 
cease to be in force if the whole or any part of the interest of the 
insured in the mortgaged property, or any part thereof, shall pass from 
the insured otherwise than by will or operation of law, unless notice 
thereof in writing is given to the Corporation, and the insurance be 
declared to be continued to a successor with interest by a memorandum 
made on the policy by or on behalf of the Corporation, and the ex- 
pression ‘the insured ’ shail include a successor in interest to whom the 
insurance is so declared to be, or is otherwise continued.’”’ The Officiall 
Receiver desired to dispose of and transfer the mortgage, together with 
the insurance policy, to complete the liquidation of the society’s affairs, 
but the Corporation claimed the right to refuse their consent to any 
assignment, and accordingly the Official Receiver was applying to the 
court for a declaration that he was entitled to transfer the policy with- 
out the consent of the Corporation. 

Nevite, J., after stating the facts, said : In my opinion, the true 
construction to be put upon this condition is that it was intended to 
insure that notice of the assignment of the policy should be given to the 
insurers, and that the terms of such notice should be endorsed upon 
the policy by them, so that such terms should not be the subject of 
dispute. I do not think this condition was intended to prevent the 
assignment of the policy. But even if my opinion on the construction of 
the condition were wrong, I am further of opinion that the case of 
Doe d. Goodbehere v. Bevan (1815, 3 M. & S. 353) is an authority 
that the exception of a “‘ passing by authority of law”’ in the con- 
dition extends to cover an assignment by a person on whom the 
property devolved by operation of law, and who is under a binding 
legal obligation to assign it. I accordingly make the declaration asked 
for.—Counser, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and J. F. W. Galbraith; Owen 
Thompson. SovicrTors, Rubinstein, Nash, & Co.; Dawe & Sons. 
{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
JOWITT & SONS v. UNION COLD STORAGE CO. (LIM). 
Scrutton, J. 18th April. 


WAREHOUSEMAN—GENERAL LIEN. 


Lien 

Goods were received into stores on the terms that they should be 
subject to a gene ral lien for all charges accrued and accruing against 
the storers or for any other moneys due from the owners of the goods. 
Held, that the stores had a general lien for their charges, not only 
in respect of the partic ular parcels demanded, but for charges due 
from the storers in respect of other parcels, and that such hen was 
available against sureties for the storers who had a charge on the goods. 


The plaintiffs had carried on a meat businese, and stored frozen meat 
in London stores, and knew the ordinary terms of such stores. This 
branch of their business did not pay, and they sold it to a company 
called the British Standard Company (Limited), in which they were 
largely interested. They procured a credit for this company with the 
lank of Australasia by putting their name as drawere on bills drawn 
on the British Standard Company, which the bank diecounted. With 
the money so raised the plaintiffs paid the vendors of the meat and 
shipped the goods, taking bills of lading making the goods deliverable 
to the British Standard Company, which bills were pledged with the 
bank as security for the bills of exchange being met. On the arrival 
of the ship the Britieh Standard Company. by arrangement with the 
bank, landed the goods into cold store on the ordinary terms, the stores 
undertaking to the honk not to deliver except against bank’s order or 
duly-endorsed bill of lading. In April-May, 1912, the British Standard 
Company failed to meet the bills of exchange, and the plaintiffs were 
called upon to take up the bills. They did so, and as sureties became en- 
titled to the benefit of all securities held by the bank. The goods 
were stored on terms including the following :—‘‘ Goods are only 
received subject to a general lien for all charges accrued and accruing 
against the etores or for any other moneys due from the owners of the 
goode, and if not removed after eeven days’ notice has been given to 
the stores, or sent bv poet to his last-known may be sold to 
defray the liens all incurred.’ When the plaintiffs 
demanded a particular parcel of goods, the defendants declined to 
deliver them except on nayment of charges due in resnect of the parti 
the British Standard 
They said they would not 
iinet the first parcel, but would epread it over 
per ewt. The plaintiffe paid under 


address, 


und expen es 


enlar goods and also other charces due against 
Company as storers and owners of the goods. 
claim the whole sum ag 
all the goods at the rate of 10s 
proteet, and now sved to re the amount so paid. Tt was 
tended, on behalf of the plaintiffs. that they were only liable to pay 
the particular charges in respect of the goods thev demanded. Tt was 
contended on behalf of the defendante that the plaintiffs only had 2 
sureties the richte of the hank, and the bank. had left 
en goods in the defendants’ hands on terms which included a general 
ien. 

Scruton, J., in the course of hie judgment, said the bank, to whose 
rights and securities the plaintiffs succeeded, pledgees from 
owners who were left by the bank in possession of the goods. and were 
entitled 96 against their pledgees to take the ordinary steps to preserve 
them, and one of the most obvious steps was to store frozen meat in a 
refrigerating store, and if the pledgees then desired to take poesession 
of the goods. they could only do so on satisfving the liens or charges 
which were the ordinary result of such storage, which would certainly 
include narticular liens and charges That anpeared to be the prin- 
ciple laid down by Collins. J., ae he then was, in Singer Manufacturing 
(a. v. London and South-Western Pailway Co. (1894.10. R 833). and 
followed by the Divisional Court in Keene v. Thomas (1905, 1 K. RB. 
136) The plaintiffa had admitted that they were liable to nav the 
particular charges in respect of the coods they demanded. and thev had 
further admitted in the of the case that, as in the case of 
certain goods ex the s.e. Otranto, they had exchanged the bill of lading 
for warrants issued hv the defendants ‘subject to the conditions of 
our printed receipts,’’ they were boune bv these conditions as to The 
Otranto and could not 10s. per ewt. which the 
defendants had claimed in respect of these goods. Tn his lordshin’s 
view the defendants’ contention was correct. Thev said : “Tf vou. the 
nlaintiffs. are a enrety, vou have only thé creditors’ richts, those of the 
bank. The hank. a pledges, has left its goods in the hands of their 
owner, with imnlied authority to secure their preservation on the usual 
terms, and if these general terms involve a general lien. that lien is 
ood against the bank, which not only imnliedlv authorized the storage. 
but actually knew of and consented to it. That principle was stated 
bv Willes. J.. in Williams v. Allenp (10 C.B.N.S. 427). where he said : 
“Upon the facts which apnear in this case, this vessel could not be 
s0 used unless these repairs had heen done to her The state of things, 
therefore, eeems to involve the richt of the mortaagor to get the vessel 
repaired, not on the credit of the mortgavees, but upon the ordinary 
terms, subject to the ehipwricht’s lien It seems to me that the case 
is the same as if the mortragees had heen present when the order for the 
repairs were civen. To that extent T think the property of the mort- 
gagees is impliedly modified.”” Substituting ‘ pledgee”’ and “‘ pledgor ”’ 
for ‘‘ mortgagee "’ and “ mortgagor,” “‘ meat ”’ for “ ship,” and “ stores’ 
for ‘‘ shipwright,’’ it appeared to him that the case was exactly the same. 
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He found that the bank knew of and consented to the storage, and i 





that the terms on which the goods were stored, including the general 
lien, were the ordinary and customary terms for cold storage in London. 
For these reasons he held that the defendants were entitled to claim 
against the plaintiffs a general lien for the proper amount of charges 
due to them from the British Standard Co.—Counset, Atkin, K.C., and 
Coutts Trotter; Leck, K.C., and Mackinnon. Soricrrors, Corbin, 
Greener, d& Cook, for Beaumont & Croft, Leeds; Charles H. Wright. 
[Reported by Lzonanp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 


United Law Clerks’ Society. 
ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL. 

The eighty-first anniversary festival of the United Law Clerks’ Society 
was held at the Hotel Cecil on Friday, the 23rd inst., the Lord Chan 
cellor taking the chair. Among those present were Mr. E. G. Hem 
merde, K.C., M.P., Mr. Ralph Bankes, K.C., John Sankey, K.C., H. F. 
Dickens, K.C., J. Balfour Browne, K.C., L. Sanderson, K.C., M.P., 
A. J. Ashton, K.C., P. Rose-Innes, K.C., Mr. F. A. Greer, K.C., Sir F. 
Low, K.C., M.P., Mr. A. J. Walter, K.C., Mr. A. Clavell Salter, 
K.C., M.P., His Honour Judge Mulligan, K.C., Master Kershaw, Sir 
Charles Brickdale, Mr. J. B. Matthews, Mr. Boydell Houghton, Mr. 
Harold Morris, Mr. C. L. Samson (president of the Law Society), Mr. 
S. Garrett, Mr. R. W. Dibdin, Mr. Bourchier, F. Hawksley, and Si: 
Thomas Berridge. 

The loyal toasts having been given from the chair and honoured with 
the customary enthusiasm, 

The Lord Chancellor proposed the toast, ‘“‘ Prosperity to the United 
Law Clerks’ Society.’ He said that it took someone who had been in 
contact not only with a great many phases of the law, but with 
a great many phases of society generally, to realize what the law clerks 
of this country meant. Those present all belonged to one great pro 
fession, and the difference was that for one case which came before 
the judges there were ten which came before the barristérs, there were 
a hundred which came before the solicitors, but there were a thousand 
which came before the managing clerks. They it was who handled the 
run of the everyday case which concerns human nature, sometimes in 
its least pleasing and sometimes in its more pleasing phases. They it 
was who came close to the grim realities of life, ro who saw near at 
hand what the organization and the relation of individuals to each 
other and to society really was. Theirs was a very human occupation, 
much more human than people thought who imagined that it wae all 
details and routine. It was not all details, and it was not all routine. 
If things ran smoothly, if the machine did not creak, it was because 
of the multitude of skilled hands that were keeping it running, and it 
was due to that unseen skill, unseen because we did not look for it, be 
cause we were confident that generation after generation would supply 
the knowledge that made one phase at all events of the organization pos 
sible. Under the Anglo-Saxon constitutions, whether one looked at them 
in this country or in another, the United States or Canada—for the 
law had a common origin in all those places—the lawyers performed a 
very great function. They kept the wheels of society running smoothly, 
and it was more than mere law that they were concerned with. There 
were relations far outside law with which they were intimately con 
cerned. People talked of litigation. Why, for one case in which there 
would be litigation there were ten cases in which litigation had been 
stopped at the,outset. And it was, after all, that great class, the law 
clerks, which handled the thing in its first and complex details, which 
reduced it to smoothness and shaped it finally so that it was in less 
fortunate cases brought before the tribunal. That was the work which 
was done by the law clerks, and anyone who understood English society 
and its constitution ought to be very grateful to that important class 
which kept things going. It was not by any artificial demand, but 
it was from the inherent qualities of human nature that the law and 
the necessity of lawyers to adjust its relations arose, and we might be 
grateful to those who saved us from great disputes, which we did not 
see because they were averted, and there remained to us only the com 
parative minority of disputes. It had been a tradition of this society 
since the year of the first Reform Act to do what it could to render 
easier the human lot. There were some men who would always get on. 
Nothing short of a miracle would doom them to misfortune, but those 
were very few. There were others who, on the whole, were likely to 
prosper and who, most of them, would prosper, and there was a still 
larger class which just managed to get along with a hatd time; and 
then there was another class which, partly from misfortune and partly 
because nature had not helped them as it had helped their brethren. 
had a bad time and would go under but for the sense of kindliness of 
their more fortunate brethren, which brought those more fortunate 
brethren to their rescue. He was speaking to the more fortunate 
brethren, those who had been able and willing to help and who had 
made a position for themselves. The society was one of the earliest 
mutual assistance societies whose aim had been to provide against old 
age, sickness and misfortune to an extent which was very remarkable in 
a time when no assistance was given. We lived in times when some 
people thought that there was a disposition on the part of the State 
to give too much assistance. There were people who would actually 
call it poking the nose into people’s private concerns. But whether 
that were so or not, there was the new system. The society had 
accomplished remarkable things in the past, a~4 his belief was that 
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the new organization of compulsion for a very large class of the people 
in the habits of thrift and provision for the future would not really 
interfere with the work of a society such as this. He believed it would 
in the end, when the friction, and confusion, and the smoke, and the 
dust were cleared away, enable an association such as this to raise the 
level of its work and make a yet better sort of provision with no more 


liability and with no more effort, because the amount of work which | 


it used to have to do would be taken off its shoulders, and to some 
extent, at all events, the mechanism would have been simplified. He 
was an optimist in this respect, and some people might think that was 
too sanguine a view. He thought there was a tendency all round, on 
the part not of one class, but of all classes, to insist that no effort 
should be spared to, if possible, bridge over some of the most glaring 
of the inequalities which separated class from class in a highly-organ 
ized State such as ours. We were a very rich nation, and he saw no 
signs of our riches going down. Bad days might come, bad days would 


doubtless come, but we were at present in good days, and if the sense | 


was growing, as he believed it to be doing, of moral obligation to our 
fellow men, he who was prosperous should try to do something for 
him who was less prosperous. He believed that to be for good, whether 
it was the work of the State or of such a society as this. It repre 


sented a reai tendency which manifested the truth that in the balance | 


human nature was good and not bad. The society had been a very 
prosperous one. It had made in days gone by very great efforts, and 
to-day the organization was more readily capable of being handled 
than it used to be. It had energy and it had experience, and, above 
all, it had the spirit of self-help and of obligation to assist others, 
those who had been most fortunate assisting those who had been least 
fortunate, and the society had before it a great work in the future as 
in the past, although a great part of that work was no longer necessary 
to the extent which once was the case. The society would do still 
more for its members in days to come; it was one well deserving of 
the meeting, and they should invoke as far as they could a blessing 
upon its work and operations, because, first, it was a society whose 
operations were directed to the help of those who were invaluable in 
the law and who constituted, after all, by far the greater bulk of the 
profession to which all present belonged and in which they were all 
concerned in some fashion or another and to some extent. And, 
secondly, because he thought the subject of its work and the aims of 


hoped to encourage and to see flourish. The society had prospered in 
the past, and his hope was that it would prosper in the future in a 
still greater measure, and that its operations might increase in thei: 
quality and increase in their quantity. 

Mr. Henry Spracve (treasurer) returned thanks. He said that the 
society numbered 1,500 voluntary members, who were entitled to the 
privileges of the original foundation, and there were over 2,000 State 
members. That meant more than. 3,500 members, instead of the 1,500 
of old days. 


induce the young men who entered their offices to join the State sec 


tion of the society rather than to ally themselves with any other society. | Chairman.” 


Mr. A. J. Watter, K.C., proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Legal Profes- 
sion.”’ 
profession,” and he was glad to hear from him the word “ great,’’ for 
the legal profession, so far as it existed in this country, was a great 


profession in that it was the servant of the public and not the master. 


He a aled to employers of law clerks to endeavour to | : 
e ppe ec oe ploye s ) Ww Clie s oOo endeavo 0 that he was paid. 


He said that the Lord Chancellor had spoken of ‘our great | 


The judges deserved well of the public because they conceived it that | 


their duty was to do justice between man and man according to the 
laws of the country, and no greater tribute could be paid to any 
judiciary than that they tried to the best of their ability to hear 
out and determine and decide between the parties. In no country in 
the world did the litigant leave the court as he did in England with 
the knowledge that everything had been said that could be said on 
his behalf, and that his case had been fully heard. That was a 
tribute paid in few countries other than England, and those which 
derived their judicial systems from the common law ef England. The 
position which the judges occupied was greatly esteemed in foreign 
countries; it was a position of complete independence, and one in 
which everybody felt that the judge had one single object in view— 
namely, to do justice between the parties without fear or favour. Then 
came the talking part of the profession, which was more before the 
eyes of the public, perhaps, than others, because of the newspapers. 
They tried to do their duty also, so that the client might have his 
facts presented before the court. Sometimes they were blamed for 
doing it at a length which was considered undue, 
densation was of great value, it must not be carried too far. 
was another great branch of the profession, the solicitors. Their work 
was really more domestic than that of the barristers. The great public 
came more into contact with them. One thing which struck ¥- 
foreigner was the confidence which was placed, and rightly placed, i 
that branch of the profession. The solicitors had the family ssenin, 
the business secrets, the secrets of trade in their hands, and they held 
them sacred, and the public knew it. We heard now and again of 
those who had been guilty of a breach of that confidence, and, of 
course, great publicity was given to the matter, 
which those who were guilty of such a breach bore to the great body of 
the profession was just a thimbleful to the ocean. He had been read- 
ing the eighty-firet annual report of the eociety, and he was shocked 
to see that the total donations to the society from the profession were 
but £672. The profession ought to be ashamed of itself. This was 
the only society of the kind directly connected with the profession, and 
he trusted the profession would look after themselves in the shape of 


but though con- | 
There | 


but the proportion | 
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the law clerks better in the future. There ought to be another naught 
at the end of the figures, and even then it would be small compared 
with the earnings of the profession. Then there were the other mem- 
bers of the profession; first, the barristers’ clerks, and there was no 
such person existing in any other profession in the world as the barris- 
ter’s clerk, a man who lived in such intimate relations with his principal. 
As regarded also the managing clerks, many «@ solicitor had told him 
that without his managing clerk his business would disappear. In his 


experience many managing clerks were better lawyers, certainly as 
regarded practice, than their employers. Fourteen shillings a week 


was the superannuation allowance provided by the society after years 
spent in the service of others. The legal profession ought to see that 
things were better than that. 
Mr. Batrour Browne, K.C., 
president of the Law Society present, 


responded. He said that he saw the 
who had called attention at the 


its organization were just the spirit and just the aims which they | Law Society’s provincial meeting at Cardiff to the fees allowed to 


junior barristers, and he had some sympathy with what the president 
had said on that occasion. It did look as if at times the leaders of 
the profession received very large fees, but he thought that it was 
only ignorant people who did not understand what those men had gone 
through in order to arrive at the position where they could command 
such When the many years of hard work of the leaders were 
considered, and what they had to do in bringing their cases before 
the courts, he was perfectly convinced that it would not be said that 
the labourer was not worthy of his hire, and that he had not earned all 


fees. 


Hemmerpe, K.C., M.P., proposed the health of ‘‘ The 
the Lord Chancellor returning thanks, and 

Mr. Lancetor Sanperson, K.C., gave the toast of ‘‘ The Trustees and 
Honorary Stewards,’ to which Mr. Bourcuter Hawksley responded 
for the trustees, and Mr. Jonn Sankey, K.C., for the honorary stewards. 

Donations and subscriptions were announced to the amount of £650. 

A programme of incidental music was supplied by the string band 
of the Royal Regiment of Artillery during dinner, and at dessert the 
musical arrangements were, under the direction of Mr. Cyril Weller, 
the artistes being Miss Annie Bartle, Miss Mabel Offer, Mr. Stanley 
Holloway, and Mr. Archie Nash. At the piano, Mr. Weller. 


Mr. E. G. 


Norfolk and Norwich Incorporated Law Society. 

The following are extracts from the annual report of the committee 
of this society for 1912.13 : 

Members.—The number of 
two are life members and sixty are 


members is now eighty-two, of whom 
members of the Law Society. The 
number of barristers, Justices of the Peace, and others (not being 
members of the society), who subscribe to the law library is eight, 
of whom one is a life member. The committee record with regret the 
death of Mr. Alfred Kent, J.P., late of Hailsham, Sussex. Mr. Kent, 
who left the city in 1898, was admitted in 1858 and was elected a 
member of the committee of this society in 1894. 

Land Transfer.—This is undoubtedly the most important question the 
Law Society and the provincial law societies have had to consider 
during the past year. As pointed out in last year’s report, a meeting 
of all the provincial law societies was convened after the Nottingham 
meeting of the Law Society in November, 1911, when certain reso- 
lutions which were set out in our report were adopted. Early in 
July, 1912, your committee was requested by the Law Society to send 
a representative to a special conference of provincial law societies 
summoned to meet at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, and a 
meeting of the representatives of the Associated Provincial Law Socie 
ties was also called to consider the position prior to the conference 
with the Law Society. At the request of your committee Mr. F. O. 

Taylor kindly consented to attend these meetings as the representative 
of this societv. At the meeting of the provincial law societies, after 
discussing the special reports of the Council of the Law Society— 
which suggested that if the law of realty and personalty were assi- 
milated, a system of registration was desirable, and recommended a 
scheme for such assimilation combined with a system of registration of 
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absolute ownership and of cautions—the following resolution was passed 
by a large majority :— 

“Phat this meeting, without pledging itself to details, accepts 
the principle of the scheme recommended by the Council on the 
understanding that it will be proposed as a scheme to be applied 
by way of experiment in London only, and that opposition will 
be offered to any proposal to extend (except on the application of 
the Local Authority), compulsory registration of any kind beyond 
London, but that in the county of York a simultaneous experiment 
should be made on the lines proposed by the Yorkshire societies.” 

At the conference with the Law Society which was held on the 
following day, objection was taken to the statement in the report of 
the Council that a system of registration was desirable, and it was 
agreed this paragraph should be deleted, and the resolution of the 
Associated Provincial Law Societies set out above accepted by the 
Council, the words ‘‘except under Statutory Authority ’’ being sub- 
stituted for ‘‘ except on the application of the Local Authority.’’ No 
vote was taken. 

The resolution was duly communicated by the Council to the present 
Lord Chancellor, Lord Haldane, and it is understood he intends to 
bring in a Bill dealing with the subject, but its provisions have not 
yet been disclosed. 

National Insurance Act, 1911.—By section 47 of this Act it is pro- 
vided that the Insurance Commissioners shall from time to time make 
special orders specifying any classes of employment in which a custom 
or practice is shewn to their satisfaction to prevail, according to which 
the peysons employed receive full remuneration during periods of 
disease or disablement. Your committee after considering this section 
inquired of the Law Society whether the Council proposed to apply 
for an order, and the Council, after communicating with all the pro- 
vincial law societies, found the general opinion was not in favour 
of any such application being made, and accordingly resolved to take 
no further action. Your committee draws attention to the Norwich 
and Eastern Counties Law Clerks’ Association (‘‘ separate section ’’) 
having become an approved society. 

Provisional Valuations.—Much inconvenience both to the public and 
the profession is caused by the delay in making valuations on the 
death of an owner of real estate, in consequence of which the estate 
duty accounts cannot be passed or the estate distributed, and is giving 
rise to constant complaints by beneficiaries. The Council of the Law 
Society have called the attention of the authorities to the matter, and 
it is honed that in cases of death the valuations will be expedited. 

Death Duties.—The Inland Revenue have recently altered the regu- 
lations under which death duties were paid at the local revenue office, 
and instructions were given for the duties to be remitted direct to 
the Accountant-General, and all forms to be procured from the Post 
Office. The change was productive of inconvenience, and complaints 
were made. An intimation has now been given that the duties may be 
transmitted through the District Probate Registry. 

Commissioner's Fees on Attesting Administration Bond.—The prac- 
tice has grown up of charging a fee of 1s. 6d. only for attesting an 
administration bond, when administrator and sureties attend before 
the Commissioner at the same time, and your committee therefore 
draw attention to the opinion of the Council of the Law Society (Prac- 
tice and Usage, 1909, No. 988), that the proper fee in such case is 
1s. 6d. for each party to the bond, and suggest this opinion should 
be followed. 


The Law Society. 
NOTICE. 


The annual general meeting of the members of the Law Society will 
be held in the hall of the Society on Friday, the 4th day of July next, 
at 2.0 p.m. 

The following are the names of the members of the Council retiring 
by rotation :—Mr. Dibdin, Sir FE. H. Fraser, Mr. Goddard, Mr. Gibson. 
Mr. Hills, Sir H. J. Johneon, Mr. Morton, Mr. Nesbitt, Mr. Sameon, 
Mr. Sharpe. 

So far as is known they will be nominated for re-election. 

There is one other vacancy caused by the death of Mr. Ellett. 

By Order, 
8S. P. B. Buckxnit, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, 27th May, 1913. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the preliminary examination held on the 7th and 
8th of May, 1913 :— 

Adams, Edward Carrington 
Allen, Arthur Denis Wigram 
Barber, Beadley King Bell 
Barrs, Noel Corhlan 

Batten, Robert Henry Guy 
Browne, Arthur Norman 
Bush, Graham Shurmur 


Campion, Hubert Wilton 

Carter, Harvey Gerald Carminow 
Chamberlain, Neville Graham 

de Fleury, Viscount Esmé Morton 
Dunbar, Alfred 

Ellis, Henry Lee 
Gibson-Robinson, Ronald George 


|Hale, Geoffrey Thomas 


| Jones, Arthur Howard Knowles 





Norris, George Reginald 

Procter, Alfred Kyme 

Reed, Paul Maurice 

Sayers, Keith Raymond 

Seller, Herbert Evans 

Stacey, Charles Noble 

Tull, George John Daniel 
Walker, Richard 

Watson, Frederick Herbert Elwin 
Woollcombe, Humphrey William 


Hicks, Philip Hugh Whitby 
Hopwood, Frank Cyril 
Howells, Rees Trevor 
Jarrett, Eric John Yorke 


Jones, William Myddelton 
Kendall, Maurice Henry Vaughan 
Leman, Sydney Curtis 
Leslie, Alexander Addis 
Miles, Frederick Stuart 

Number of candidates, 63; passed, 35. 

The following candidates are certified hey the examiners to have 
passed with distinction, and will be entitled to compete, if otherwise 
qualified, at the studentship examination in June, 1914 :— 

Barber, Bradley King Bell Leslie, Alexander Aldis 
Hale, tieoffrey Thomas Norris, George Reginald 


By order of the Council, 
8S. P. B. Bucxnmt, Secretary. 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 23rd of May, 1915. 





Gray’s-inn. 

A moot will be held in Gray’s Inn Hall on Monday evening, 2nd of 
June, at 8.15, before Mr. Montague Shearman, K.C. 

The question to be discussed will be one of implied warrantry. Two 
“‘ counsel ”’ will be heard for each of the parties. The procedure will 
be in accordance with the practice of the Court of Appeal. Any 
member of an Inn of Court willing to argue at a moot should com- 
municate with the under-treasurer, Gray’s Inn. 








Insurance Companies and Workmen's 


Compensation Cases. 


In the Norwich County Court on the 19th inst., says the Times, his 
Honour Judge Mulligan made some observations about the practice 
in cases under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, of which half a 
dozen were down for trial. He eaid that in Scott v. Scott, a case 
which was reported in the Z'imes of 6th of May, Lord Shaw, speaking 
of orders for hearing cases in camera and for keeping evidence secret, 
made use of these ever-memorable words :—‘‘ They appear to me to 
constitute a violation of that publicity in the administration of justice 
which is one of the surest guarantees of our liberties, and an attack 
upon the very foundations of public and private security.’’ The great 
doctrine thus enunciated in the highest court of the realm had not, 
said his honour, been observed in practice in applications under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. The court was left to do justice, or 
try to do justice, in the dark. It did not know who was the real 
litigant. Applications to reduce weekly payments were often made on 
the ground that the workman was fit to work, or, in other words, 
that he was pretending to be ill when he was not. That was a serious 
accusation. Who made it? 

Take an illustration from a recent case. Who engaged a detective 
in London to shadow a workman in Norfolk? Not the Norfolk em- 


ployer. Who paid that private detective? Not the employer. Who 
brought witnesses fo court and defrayed their expenses? Again, not 


the employer. Now, he thought it essential, not only in such a case 
as he had mentioned, but in every one of these applications, that 
the workman should know who it was that made and maintained 
suggestions adverse to him—who it was that was fighting against him 
behind his master. The power extended to insurance companies to 
contest these cases, including the power to shadow British workmen 
in their homes, was a dangerous weapon, and workmen were entitled 
to know, and it was, in his Honour’s opinion, the first duty of the 
court to ascertain, who it was that was wielding that weapon. It 
should not be used in the dark, as a dagger. The old equity maxim 
would occur to everyone, ‘‘ Secrecy is a bridge of fraud.’’ His Honour 
added that hereafter to this extent he should expect each ineurance 
company to reveal its name—to come into the open and make it known 
that, if it fought hard, it fought fair. 








Conduct of Cases by Counsel. 


On a case coming on on the 22nd inst., says the Times, before Mr. 
Justice Bankes, it was stated that the plaintiff’s counsel was at the 
moment engaged in another court. Mr. Justice Bankes waited half an 
hour, and then said that as there was no other case ready he must 
proceed. The plaintiff could, if he pleased, have the case stand over; 
but in that case he must pay all the coste incurred by the defendant 
in consequence of the adjournment, and must pay them before the 
case could come on again. Or if he pleaeed, the plaintiff could go into 
the box and tell his story in the absence of counsel, and he (Mr. Justice 
Bankes) would give him every assistance. 

At this moment Mr. Beresford came into court, and said he had 
just. been asked to hold the brief of the plaintiff's counsel, and he 
asked that there might be an adjournment until two o’clock. 
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Mr. Justice Bankes said the case must proceed without further delay. 
Counsel must find themselves sometimes in this difficulty, and when 
they could not attend to a case personally why should they not ask 
some friend to do it for them? It was a convenient and proper course 
to do so, and gave the juniors their opportunity; and it was very 
wrong of counsel and against the best interests of the Bar—he would 
say nothing of the disrespect shown for the convenience of the court— 
to omit to do so. It was a course that always used to be followed ; 
and it was silly that a counsel who had two cases on at the same timé 
should not get someone to attend to one of them, The case must pro- 
ceed now, and Mr. Beresford must do his best with it. 

The case, of which the facts were not of public interest, then 
proceeded. 

At the beginning of the next day’s sitting counsel appeared, and 
said he wished to apologise for his absence the previous day. He had 
had no idea that the case was coming on, or was likely to come on, until 
a message was brought to him while he was actually conducting a 
cross-examination in another court. He extremely regretted what had 
occurred, and disclaimed any intention of shewing discourtesy to 
the court; and if he had had any idea that the case would be reached 
at the time, he would have seen that it was properly looked after. 

Mr. Justice Bankes said he was glad to have heard the explana- 
tion. He had spoken strongly, for he had felt that the client’s 
interests had been neglected; and he was glad to know now that 
what had taken place had been due to a mistake and not to any inten- 
tional disregard of the interests of the client. Such difficulties did 
arise sometimes. It was easy to be wise after the event, but he thought 
it would have been better if counsel had sent him a _ message 
explaining the position. However, he fully accepted the explanation 
which had now been given. 


Writing on the above subject to the Zimes of the 25th inst. from 
Edinburgh, ‘ Quintillian’’ says :— 

‘*Is not the deliverance of Mr. Justice Bankes on this subject, as 
reported in your issue of to-day under the ‘Law Reports,’ somewhat 
surprising ? 

‘** It may be that, according to the usage of the English Bar,a counsel, 
finding himself unable to be in two or more courts at the same time, 
can entrust his briefs in cases he cannot attend to other couneel of his 
own selection without consulting the client or the client’s solicitor. 


| 
| 


heard with closed doors.’ In support of this he quotes Lord Loreburn, 
who, in giving judgment, stated that in certain circumstances (which 
he specified) ‘an order for hearing or partial hearing im camera may 
be lawfully made.’ Your correspondent adds that ‘there is nothing 
in the other judgments inconsistent with this statement of the law.’ 


| Surely he cannot have read carefully the judgment of Lord Shaw, which 








Such a practice is no doubt consistent with counsel, in large practice | 


and in posseesion of one or more ‘devils’ among the Junior Bar, giving |“ : me Es lag 
: | smile that he was suffering from ‘ Commissionitis. 


their friends, as the learned judge expresses it, their opportunity. 

“But can this syetem be defended on ethical grounds? Is it not 
the duty of counsel to return briefs which they cannot reasonably 
hope to fulfil, eo that other counsel may be properly instructed in 
their room? Clients instruct counsel upon the implied understanding 
that they will give their individual attention to the briefs they accept, 
and that they will not discharge their duties by some deputy unknown 
to the client or the attorneys. 

“In Scotland the profession would not permit retainers being handed 
by counsel to other counsel to be held for them in the way apparently 
approved by Mr. Justice Bankes. It appears to be the right course 
for counsel to return his papers and fees in the circumstances under 
consideration, so that another counsel may be retained. The practice 
sanctioned by the learned judge creates monopolist pleaders, and it 
seems to me that this phase of the matter is not for the good of the 
Bar as a whole and is not in the interest of litigants.” 


Trials in Camera. 


The following letter 
suggested by a controversy as to the true effect of the recent de- 
cision in Scott v. Scott, appeared in the 7'imes of the 23rd inst. :— 

_“ Sir,—Your correspondent ‘M.’ says that in the recent case of 
Scott v. Scott ‘it was not held that a suit for nullity could never be 


from Mr. Montague Crackanthorpe, K.C., 





occupied nearly three of your columns, on 6th of May. Lord Shaw 
pointed out that by section 22 of the Divorce Act, 1857, which aboliehed 
the old Ecclesiastical Courts and set up a lay tribunal in their place, 
the proceedings of the new court were to be ‘open throughout,’ and 
he quoted with approval the obiter dictum of Sir George Jessel that 
‘a High Court of Justice has no power to hear cases in private, even 
with the consent of the parties, except cases affecting lunatics, or 
wards of court, or where a public trial would defeat the object of 
the action.’ The much shorter judgment—or ‘opinion’—of the 
present Lord Chancellor was to the same effect. 

‘Ag their lordships appear not to have been unanimous on the 
power to order the closed door, would it not be well, as the Majority 
Report of the Divorce Commiseion recommended (and the Minority 
Report did not differ in this), that such a power should be conferred 
by statute, exercisable when the interests of decency and morality so 
require? 

“This and kindred questions of publicity are very fully dealt with 
in the Majority Report to which I have just referred. This report 
is a masterly production, consisting of 165 folio pages, and was drafted 
from beginning to end by the chairman, the late Lord Gorell. May 
I be allowed, as one of the many friends of that eminent judge and 
most lovable man, to add here a personal recollection of him which 
shows his real character? 

‘From talks I had with him before he started the Commission (for 
it was really his child) I am able to testify that hie leading motive 
was to bring within the reach of the poorer classes the advantages 
which under the Act of 1857 were, and are, freely availed of by the 
rich and well-to-do. As the field of inquiry enlarged, his labours 
increased, but, nothing daunted, he set himself to explore every nook 
and cranny that he happened on. The result is five ‘ Blue-books’ con- 
taining stores of information not to be procured elsewhere. 

“Tt is a trite but true saying that ‘everything has to be paid for.’ 
At last the task Lord Gorell had undertaken proved too much for his 
strength. A day or two before the report was published I chanced 
to meet him driving in Hyde Park, and at once saw that he was an 
altered man. Obviously he was very ill. He told me with a 
This, though 
said playfully, was the bitter solemn truth. He had spent himself in 
the cause he had at heart, and for that cause, within a few months, 
he died. 

‘** Surely come worthy successor will arise to take up his interrupted 
work and to give effect to all or some of the suggestions in which the 
Majority and Minority Reports agree? Surely this friend of the poor, 
this broad-minded, able thinker, will not be suffered to have toiled 
in vain, leaving the cynics to say of his Commission—‘ Another first- 


class funeral.’ ”’ 
Obituary. 
Mr. F. J. Hawkins. 


Mr. Frederick James Hawkins, a well-known Liverpool solicitor, 
died suddenly in his office Idst Monday at the age of 72. For a con 
siderable time he had been in indifferent health, but was able to 
attend to his business. Mr. Hawkins was a native of Liverpool. He 
was articled to the late Mr. Henry Forshaw, and paseed first in all 
England for the solicitors’ final examination and won the Clifford’s 
Inn Prize in 1860. He was admitted a solicitor in 1861, and shortly 
afterwards joined Mr. Forshaw and M¥. Goodman in partnership. 
Mr. Hawkins was chairman of the State Insurance Company rom ite 
incorporation until last year, and was solicitor to the United Alkali 
Company. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Evan Lewts Tuomas, K.C., and Mr. Ernest Wynne MartTeLtt, 
K.C., have been elected Benchers of the Honourable Society of Lincoln’s 
Inn in succession to the late Lord Macnaghten and Mr. John West- 
lake, K.C. 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Dissolutions. 


W. L. Witmsuvrst and Cuartes Srones, eolicitors (Wilmshuret 
& Stones), Huddersfield. July 31, 1912. The said practice will hence- 
forth be carried on by W. L. Wilmshurst alone, under the style of 
Wilmshurst & Stones |Giazette, May 27 

Cuartes D'Oyty Cooper and Grorce Arnruur WuLmor, solicitors, 
(Cooper and Co.), 54, Gresham street, London, May Y, 

[iia ette, May 27. 


General. 


Dr. F. E. Hilleary, who has been town clerk of West Ham since 
its incorporation as a borotigh, and has been associated with the local 
administration for about forty years, is resigning his position. 


Mr. Justice Lawrence has postponed the Commission days at Nor- 
wich until Tuesday, the 3rd of June, and at Chelmsford until Thurs 
day, the 12th of June, respectively, owing to pressure of business at 
Bury St. Edmunds. 

The Council of the Society of Incorporated Accountants and Auditors 
has elected Mr. Charles Hewetson Nelson (C. Hewetson Nelson, 
Robson & Co.), Liverpool, and Mr. Arthur Edwin Woodington (A. E. 
Woodington and Bubb), London, to the respective offices of president 
and vice-president for the ensuing year. 


At the last meeting of the Society of Chairmen and Deputy-Chairmen 
of Quarter Sessions in England and Wales, Lord Cross, who wae elected 
president of the society on the 24th of August, 1886, resigned that 
position, and was unanimously elected honorary vice-president. Mr. 
Montagu Sharp, chairman of the Middlesex Quarter Sessions, was 
elected president, and Sir William Vincent, chairman of the Surrey 
Quarter Seseions, wae elected vice-president. 

A committee of the Divorce Law Reform Union has now drafted a 
Bill, based principally on the recommendations of the Majority Report 
of the Divorce Commission. The Bill will be introduced into Parlia- 
ment by Sir David Brynmor Jones in the next few days. It embodies 
all the recommendations of the Majority Report except the Treasury 
clauses. The Treasury clauses are those which deal with jurisdiction, 
and can only be introduced into a Bill when it is in Committee stage, 
and then only by a Minister of the Crown. 


The treasurer, Mr. Justice Bucknill, and the Masters of the Bench 
of the Inner Temple entertained at dinner on Wednesday, being the 
Grand Day of Trinity Term, the following guests :—The Earl uf Ports- 
mouth, Viscount Galway, Lord Graves, Lord Shaw of Dunfermlize, 
Lord Moulton, the Rev. the Master of the Temple, Mr. Justice Bail 
hache, Mr. Justi e Sargant, Sir Thomas Barlow, Sir Kenneth Muir 
Mackenzie, K.C., Captain Sir George R. Vyvyan, Mr. Edward Pollock, 
Mr. T. Gibeon Bowles, the Rev. the Reader, Dr. Walford Davies, and 
the Sub-Treagurer. 

Miss Duncan, chairman of the West Ham Board of Guardians, 
has been epecially permitted by the Lord Chancellor to act as a 
Justice of the Peace in lunacy matters at the workhouse infirmary. 
Miss Dun an, it is stated, is the first woman who has been allowed 
to officiate in this capacity. An application for the purpose was made 
by the West Ham Guardians to the Lord Chancellor, who, in a former 
= of : similar _ “ Bethnal Green some years ago, directed that 

1e €x-chairman of the boa ( srform thi ti ; 
chairman happened to be a coe” a 


Me ssrs. Kenneth Brown, Baker, Baker, & Co., solicitors, Norfolk 
street, Strand, state that Mr. Oliver Locker Lampson, M.P., and Mr 
— W right have, on behalf of their co-shareholders in the English 
~ vt Company, issued a writ against Mr. Godfrey Isaacs. Mr. 
oo = a geen a iy Sg ate = the Mascon! Company, 

aiming as oF money amounting to something like a million pounds 
ae in respect of 500,000 American Marconi shares which. it i 
me 9 2 were the property of the English Marconi Company, and 
which were put on the market on the 19th of April, 1912. The shares 
— were five-dollar shares, and were issued at par, rose to over £4 
=. The writ was served on Tuesday by Messrs. Kenneth Brown 

aker, Baker, & Co., and service was accepted on behalf of the 


defendants by their solicitors. The action will be heard in the Chan- 
Justice Warrington, but is not likely to 
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It was stated in the Standard of the 28th inst. that Mr. James 
Richard Atkin, K.C., had been selected for the appointment of addi- 
tional judge of the King’s Bench Division, and that the appointment 
only awaited the ratification of the King. The new judge was born in 
1867, and is the eldest son of the late Mr. Robert Travers Atkin, ot 
Fernhill, co. Cork. He married a daughter of Mr. William Hemmant, 
Bulimba, Sevenoaks, formerly Colonial Treasurer, Queensland, and was 
himself a member of the Legislative Assembly for that State. He was 
educated at Brecon and Oxford, and was called at Gray’s Inn in 1891, 
becoming a bencher in 1906. 


At a meeting of the Southwark Borough Council, on Wednesday 
evening, the following notice of motion, moved by Councillor B. W. 
Williams, was adopted :—‘‘ That the council request the London County 
Council to insert in their next General Powers Bill a clause enabling 
any rating authority in the metropolis to charge and recover from the 
owner or owners of motor-omnibuses plying for hire either wholly o1 
partially in the area controlled by such authority a sum equal to such 
amount in the pound on the annual value of the undertaking in euch 
area (such annual value to be ascertained by a calculation of receipts 
and expenses of the undertaking in such area) as shall equal the amount 
of the general rate in the pound imposed from time to time in such 
area.’’ It was also decided to invite the various metropolitan borough 
councils to endorse the action of the council and to notify the London 
County Council of euch endorsement. 


At the Suffolk Assizes at Bury St. Edmunds, on Wednesday, Mr. 
Justice Lawrence was called upon to direct a coroner’s jury who had 
failed to agree at an inquest held in Ipswich on the body of a boy who 
was knocked down and killed by a motor-car. The coroner and the 
owner and driver of the car also attended. His lordship reminded 
the jury that their attendance at the Assizes was in accordance with 
ancient practice. He said that they must be satisfied that the driver 
of the car was guilty of negligence of a culpable kind. That meant 
not merely slight negligence, but blameworthy negligence, where a man 
was really reckless of the safety of others. Having gone through the 
facts with the jury, he added that there was no question of contributory 
negligence. After thirty-five minutes the jury agreed upon a verdict. 
His lordship said that they would have to attend before the coroner 
and record it in due course. The verdict that they had returned, his 
lordship said, was one of manslaughter. 


Mr. Justice Avory on Monday, in charging the grand jury at the 
Bucks Assizes, said that in eleven out of fifteen cases which were 
before him there was no justification for sending them for trial at 
those assizes. He had for a long while been pointing out that the 
mere fact that assizes were held before quarter sessions was not of 
itself sufficient reason for the committal of cases to the assizes. The 
Assize Relief Act was passed a great many years ago for the express 
purpose of relieving an assize of the necessity of trying quarter 
sessions cases. He mentioned that to them in their capacity as magis- 
trates, hoping they would bear it in mind, because there was now a 
Royal Commission trying to find some reasons for the delay in the 
King’s Bench. So long as the time of judges at aesizes wee unneces 
sarily occupied in trying cases which quarter sessions were equally 
competent to dispose of complaints of delay would, he feared, be 
made. 


By a majority decision the Supreme Court of the United States has, 
says the New York correspondent of the 7imes, under date 26th inst., 
held that patented articles sold under price restrictions may be retailed 
at ‘‘eut”’ prices. The decision, which was rendered in the case of a 
newly patented nerve tonic, declared that the patent law gave «n 
owner the exclusive right to sell articles, but not the right to keep up 
the price. The court held that the latter right expired when the 
manufacturer sold to the jobber. The decision affects many other 
patented articles, manufacturers of which had joined the nerve tonic 
manufacturer in this case. According to Washington despatches officials 
of the Department of Justice regard this ruling as highly important, 
since under the patent laws many industries, it is contended, have 
been able to control the price of patented articles to the ultimate 
consumer. To-day’s decision, it is said, will end or curb such patent 
monopolies. 


At the West London Police Court on the 24th inst., says the Times. 
Henry Hart, motor agent, of Ellaline-road, Fulham, was summoned 
before Mr. Fordham for unlawfully and corruptly agreeing to give 
and offer a gift to Arthur Davies, agent for Messrs. Lever Bros., of 
Port Sunlight, as an inducement and reward for showing favour. Mr. 
Hinde, counsel for the Secret Commiesions League (Incorporated), prose- 
cuted, and stated that the firm of Lever Bros. songht tenders for 
motor-lorries, and the defendant, acting on behalf of a motor manu- 
facturing firm, sent in a tender. The tender was eventually accepted, 
and on the very day that it was accepted a Mr. Davies, motor super 
intendent to the firm, received from the defendant a letter in which 
he stated that if he secured the order he ‘“‘ would be pleased to com- 
pensate him”’ for his trouble. Mr. Davies showed the letter to the 
firm, and proceedings were taken under the Act. For the defendant 
a solicitor urged that he had acted through inexperience. He had just 
started in business with another motor agent, and he was anxious to 
get a good order. Whatever sum he might have been prepared to give 
to Mr. Davies would have come out of his own pocket with the idea 
of finding favour in the eyes of his employer, whose partner he hoped 
to become. Mr. Fordham took the view that the defendant acted as 
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a fool rather than as a knave, and imposed a fine of £15 with five 
guineas costs. 

Writing to the 7imes of the 25th inst., Messrs. Lewis and Lewis, of 
Ely-place, Holborn, say :—‘* The letter of Mr. Crackanthorpe in your 
jesue Of yesterday, by its reference to the late Lord Gorell and the 
Report of the Divorce Commission, suggests that the present may not 
be an unsuitable time to protest against the delay in the appearance 
of any Government measure embodying any of the Commission’s recom- 
mendations. For years pact agitation has existed for divorce reform, 
and when at last a Commission was appointed in 1909, and again afte1 
that Commission had sat for three years, and in November, 1912, had 
presented its report, the public had surely a right to expect some sort 
of official effort towards fresh legislation on this all-important matter. 
During Lord Gorell’s life one was able to rely on his whole-hearted 
support for reform, and to know that, at any rate, he would not relax 
any effort towards achieving that which was very near his heart. Now, 
however, after his Iamentable death, and the loss to the cause of its 
most powerful advocate, it seems more than probable that the whole 
question may be indefinitely postponed and the hopes of an overwhelm- 
ing majority of the community be again disappointed. We do not 
overlook the fact that a private Bill is to be introduced into Parlia 
ment, but there is no assurance of Government eupport for it, and 
without such support it must be well known that its successful parsage 
through the House is more than doubtful.’ ’ 








Wry Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Lruttep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Rearsteans tw ATTENDANCE oO” 





EMERGENCY Appgat Court Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No. I, Jovor. Swinvew Eav-. 
Monday June 2 Mr Borrer Mr Bloxam Mr Farmer Mr Jolly 
Tuesda: 3 Leach . Jolly Synge Greswell 
Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxan Borrer 
rmer Leach Goldschmidt Synge 
Church Borrer Leach Farmor 
Synge Goldschmidt Church Bloxam 
Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Jast 
Date. Wanrngixeror, NeEvILLE. * ve. ieseare. 
Monday June 2 Mr Synge Mr Greswell Mr Goldschmidt Mr Leach 
Tuesday ...... 3 Borrer QOhurch Bloxim Goldschmidt 
Wednesday 4 Jolly Leach Farmer Chureno 
Thursday...... 6 Bloxam Borrer Charch Greswell 
Friday ........ 6 Goldschmidt Synge Greswell Jolly 
Saturday...... 7 Farmer Jolly Leach Borrer 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Locrep rm Cmarorer. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, May 23. 


ACRE RUBBER Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 7, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William George 
Jefferys, 66, Coleman st. Wansey & Co, 28, Moorgate st, solors for the liquidator. 

A. K. Boyp & Co Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before June 2,to send in their names and addresses,-and the particulars of their 

debts or claims, to James Durie Pattullo, 65, London Wall, liquidator. 

ANGLO EUROPEAN BANK, LTp.—Petnfor winding-up, presented April 23, directed to be 
heard June 16. Heywood & Ram, The Outer Temple, 222, Strand, solors for the petnr. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six o’clock in the 
afternoon of June 9 

BRITISH RESIN WORKS,-LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 23, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Pierre Jose 
Boucher, 72, Victoria st, liquidator. 

EVERCLEAN LINEN Co, L7p.—Petn for winding-up, presented May 19, directed to be 

June 4. Oppenheimer & Co, 10, Copthail av, solors for, the petor. Notice of 
qoutes must reach the above named not later than six O'clock in the afternoon 

F. W. Mayor & Co, L1D.—Creditors are required, on or before June 16, to send their 
names and addre«ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Thomas 
Lloyd, 5, Castle st, Liverpool. Hull & Co, solors to the liquidator. 

HaRRow Motor CARRIAGE Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 1, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars {of their debts or claims, to 
Alfred Willie Sully, 19 and 21, Queen Victoria st, liquidator. 

LoNDON EXCHANGE STEAMSHIP Co., LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 23, 
to send their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred 
Seats — 19-21, Queen Victoria st. Hill & Co, Old Broad st, solors for the 

ator. 

MORENI PIPELINE AND TRANSPORT CoO, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 4, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to J. W. Creasser, 48, Cannon st, liguidator. 

SPRINGHEAD MILL; Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 5, to send their 
Dames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Brown, 
Yeadon, liquidator. 

STANDARD UnNIon Trvst LtD.—Petn for winding-up, presented May 5, directed to be 
heard :June 4. Heywood & Ram, The Outer Temple, 222, Strand, solors for the 
petors. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six O'clock 
in the afternoon of June 3. 

SUMMER-LANE BRICKWORKS, BARNSLEY, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 30, to send jin their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Ernest Crowther, 10, Regent st, Barnsley, liquidator, 





JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TUFSDAY, May 27. 


AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, LTD.—Petn for winding-up, presented May 22 
directed to be heard June 4. Dunderdale, Dehn & Co., 85, London Wall, solors for 
the petur. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six 
o’c'ock in the afternoon of June 3. 

BRISTOL GAZELLE TOWING Co., LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION).—All persons having claims sre 
rfquired to send in pariiculars to John Godfrey Taylor, ‘8, Baldwin st, Bristol, 
iiqaitator on or before June 30 

GELESCO, LTp.—-Creditors are required, on or before July 4, tosend in their names and 
addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to John Ross, New Broad st 
House, liquidator. ° 

GIANT NEIGHBOR SYNDICATR, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
required, on or before July 7, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Geo. R. Helmore, 185, Piccadilly, liquidator. 

1. A. Harvey & Co, Lrp —Petn for winiing-up, presented May 23, directed to be 
heard June 4. Slack & Co, 31, Queen Victoria st, sslors for the petnrs. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of 
June 3. 

li. MASSEY, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t> Oliver Sunderland, 
15, Eastcheap. Mayhew & Darling, Abchurch In, solors for the liquidator. 

LAMPBLACK, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. E. Percival, 6, Old Jewry, 

liquidator 

PrLwooD SYNDICATE, L?D.—Creditors are required on or before June 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Joseph Palm 
lliewicz, 226, Finsbury pymt house, Finsbury pymt. Ashurst & Co., Throgmorton av, 
solors to the liquidator. 

PORTLAND STEAMSHIP Co, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 18, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert 
MeNeil and William Edward Hinde, Boston bldgs, James st, Cardiff, liquidators. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, May 16. 


VicTorRIA BAZAAR Co, (1906), Ltp 
JOHN CAMMACK & Co, LTD. 

B. WILLIAMS, LTD. 

CHARD LAND AND INVESTMENT CO, 
KELLAS, LtTp. (Amalgamation) 

Et DINERO SYNDICATE, LTD. 
THOMAS Hopers & Co, LTD. 
BEND Co, LTD. 

Tin AREAS OF CORNWALL, LTD. 


London Gazette 


RAMSBOTTOM & Sons (ROCHDALE), LTD. 

MADAGASCAR RUBBER CO, LTD. 

HAMMERSMITH PICTURE PLAYHOUSE Co, LTD. 

Cook’s REINFORCED CONCRETE SLEEPER SYNPICAT2, LTD 
LEYN AND EIFIONYDD PERMANENT BENEFIT BUILDING SocreTy. 
GkLEsco, LTD. 

ULUNDI GOLD MINING Co, LTD. 

BEECHING Bros, LTb. 

HUGH;WILSON, LTD. 

CORNISH CONSOLS, LTD. 

HoRNER, RHODES & Co, LTD. 

GEM DyNAMO BRUSH Co, LTD. 

E. G. R. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

RIVIERA SYNDICATE, LTD. 

KALLIOPE Co, LTD. 

ROBERT BROGDEN, SONS & Co, LTD. 

G. E. WALTON, LTD. 

BANANA Co OF RIO GRANDE (NICARAGUA). LTD. 

DOVER PROMENADE, PIER AND PAVILION Co, LTD. 


LTD. 


TuRspazy, May 20. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, May 23. 


SouTH AFRICAN SH4RE TRUST, LTD. 

PRETSIA PLANTATIONS, LTD . 

GREEN'S CHEMICAL ENGINEERING Co, LTD. 

S.N. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

ACRE RUBBER Co, LTD. 

ERNEST BeEaTY & Co, LTD. 

ALASKA EXPLORATION Co, LTD. 

WHOLESALE CYCLE TRADE Co, LTD. 

BLAKE BROTHERS, LTD. 

NEWCOMBE’s TaP-S-TRE DECORATIONS, LTD. ° 
GORMLY, TIMMINS & P.RTWAY, LTD. (Amalgamativn.) 
F G ARMFIELD & Co, LTD. 

STAR TRANSPORT STEAMSHIP Co, L1D, 

St HELEN'S MILLS (WAPPING), LTD. 

GrirFitH & Co, Ltv, 

ILFORD PictuRE House, LTp. 

A. K. Boyp & Co, LTD. 

City OF VANCOUVER FIRST MORTGAGE AGENCY 
SPRINGHEAD MILL Co, LTD. 

LONDON EXCHANGE STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 

C. G. W. SYNDICATE, LTD 

MORENI PIPELINE AND TRANSPORT CO, LTD- 
PH&NIX INDUSTRIAL AND PROVIDENT Soctery, Ltp. 
CANNINGTON, SHAW & Co, LTD. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, May 27 


LTp 


J. & J. LINDLEY, LTD. 

Brown & Parsons, LTD. 

R10 AMAZON SYNDICATE, LTD. 

CARLTON ENGINEERING CO, LTD. 

HyA-HYA SYNDICATE, LTD. 

ROIWA RIVER SYNDICATE, LTD. 

ISLANDS OF ESSEQUIRO, LTD. 

COLONIAN RAIL AND TRAMWAY SYNDICATE, LTD, 
LAMPBLACK, LTD. 

CANNINGTON, SHAW & Co. LTD. 

NORMAN, McKie & Co, LTb. 

LONDON PROPERTY Co, LTD. 

PORTLAND STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 

ELEcTRIC LAMP REGENERATORS, LTD. (Reconstruction). 
TRINITY MANSIONS HOTEL Co, LTD. 

KENNEL (1909), Ltp. 

Durr Hovuss, LTD., BANFF 

GARDEN SUBURB FREEHOLD, LTD. 

GLOUCESTER AND SEVERN ESTUARY MUTUAL MARINE INSORANCE SOCIETY, LTD 
BRISTOL GAZELLE TOWING Co, LTD. 
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The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
Jane 2.—Mesars. Weaturratt & Greew, at the Mart, at 2: Building Land (see 
June 3, 10, 2 Tely 1 aed Bnet D 
e 3, 10, uly 1 and 8.—Mesers. Denewngam, Tewson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold pte Freehold Ground Rents, Residences, Building, and Residential 
— on ———. page ~ this week). 
ne 3.—Messrs. SEVEAR ow, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold 
Properties and Factory Premises (eee advertisement, pags iv., this week). . 
June 3, 11.—Measrs. Epwim Fox, Bousrretp, Buawsrtrs, & Bappecey, at the Mart, at 
see Building Land, Freehold Properties, &c. (see advertisement, page ii, 
June 5, 12, 19, 26.—Mesers. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart. at 2: Freehold Buildi 
Land, Houses and Shops, Freehold Property and Leasehold Ground Rerts, Free sho} 
by be a and Houses and Freehold Ground Rents (see advertisement, page 
7 . 

June 5.—Mesers. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp, at the M Ss i- 
— (see ee page xv. this web). Pena ee 
—Messra,. WEATHERALL REES, at Havant, at 3: i 
(oe ave : . iv, thi week) - vant, at 3: Farms, Residences, &c. 

u -—Messrs. Baxter, Paysz & Lepper, at the Ma : Freehol 
yp) Byes oes ——_ 9 ty iv, this week) ae sendinee 
-—Meesrs, Rozrys, Gore ERCER, at the Mart: F; i 
adver en . yh rook). i R, reehold Properties (see 
.—Messrs, THURGOOD ARTIN, at the Mart, at 2: Letting Buildi 
loans of Site for ee sg hp} Shops and Premises, Country Heese end, oo 
page v, wee! 
June 20, July 1, 23, 29, 30, 31.—Messre. Humerrr & Furr, at the Mart: F y 
~~ and aoe ——— front page, this week} th Age 00 
—Merers. WEATHRRALL ReeN, at the Mart: Freehold Rosid 
— ld Block of a (see advertieement, page iv, this weeks. sipiercelaan 
une 26.—Messrs. Weataeratt & Garey, at East Grinstead : Free! 
(see advertisement, page iv, this week) = a 
June 30.—Measrs. Daniet Saurtx, Sow & Oixrey, : Freehold Resi 
= Freehold Agricultural Holding (eee advertisement, page iii, May 24). sane 
3.—Mesers. Daniet Suits, Son, & Osxtey : Freehold Resid 
(eee advertisement, page iii, May 24). , anes Sage, Oo. 
Messrs. Wearusnatt & Greex, at Ashby de-la-Zouch: F 
» = a te om by 'reehold Properties (see 
Mesers. Coutrs & Couirms, at the Mart: Freehold I: i 
page th ts ana nvestments (see advertisement, 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar or Oza, 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 9, 


ons Lear RNa DBO, Walla, nd na, Soe 





London Gazette.—Fripay, May 23. 


Watxer, Caruerrye, Folkestone June 16 Public Trustee and Another v Bredin and 
Another, Warrington, J. Gardner, Folkestone 


London Gazette,—TURspay, May 27. 


Hvcues, Roneet Hoes, Holywell, Flint Oct 8 Hughes v Hughes, Swinfen Eady, J 
Jones, Brecon 
a ee 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
|Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 23. 


ALLEN, HENRY STEPHEN, Boscombe, Bournemouth June 30 Greenip & Co, George st 
Mansion House 

AYMER, JANE, Praed st, Paddington June 21 Cull & Brett, CheadJe, Stoke on Trent 

BARKER, FREDERICK STEPHEN, King’s Heath, Worcester June 22 Beale & Co 
Birmingham 


BEAK, CELIA, Newport, Mon July 7 Burpitt, Newport é 

BLAIR, HARRIET FRANCIS, Putney June 24 Hilder & Co, Jermyn st, St. James's 

BRADSHAW, JOHN JAMES SMITH, Stroud, Glos June 20 Norris, Stroud 

BRooK, HENRY, Weston super Mare, Somerset, Surgeon June 30 Venn & Woodcock, 
South sq, Gray's Inn 

BROWN, SUSAN, Shrewsbury June 24 Bowdler, Shrewsbury b 

BROWN, WALTER SAMUEL JAMES, Tadworth June 24 Hell & Co, Salters Hall ct, 
Cannon st er 

BURROWS, JANE ANN, Hastings June 24 Rorke & Jackson, Nottingham 

CADDICK, BENJAMIN, Northampton, Wheelwright June 16 Robinson, Northampton 

CARAGHER, JAMES, Liverpool June 27 Gradwell & Co, Liverpoo 

CARTNER, THOMAS, Metal Bridge, Rockcliffe, Cumberland, Farmer July 19 Mawson & 
Glenny, Carlisle ‘ 

CHAPMAN, JAMES, Carleton Rode, Novfolk, Farmer July1 Hill & Perks, Norwich 

CHAUNDY, GEORGE ALBERT HENRY, Bnstone, Oxford June 17 Mallam & Co, Oxford 

CLIFFORD, JANE ALICE, Edgbas‘un July 1 Hadley & Co, Birmingham 

DOCHNAHL, Jacos, Boutnemou h Junel8 J & W H Druitt, Bournemouth 

EpGE, EMILY MARY, Sloane st June 30 Freeth & Co, Nottingham | 

EVANS, RICHARD MORGAN, Carditf June30 Cousins @ Botsford, Cardiff 

FoRD, ANN, Brislington, Bristol, Market Gardener June 14 Green-Armytage, Bristol 

FROW, GEORGE, Wainfleet, Saint Mary, Lincs, Farmer June 20 Walker & Co, spiltsby 

FURNELL, ARTHUR, Bovingdon, Hemel Hempstead June 24 Rudall, Watling st 

GARDNER, JOSEPH, Eccleshal!, Staffs, Farmer June 20 Lea, Eccleshall 

GRAHAM, ABRAHAM, South,ort, Stone Mason June 13 Wheeldon & Quayle 

GREENWOOD, FRANCIS JONES, Brewster gdns, North Kensington June su Walter & Nis 
bet, John st, Bedford row 

HALL, DAVID, Wraysbury, Bucks, Engineer June 14 Horne & Co, Staines 

HANSEN, CARL FREDERIK, Bute Dock, Cardiff, Shipbroker June 24 Merrils & Co, 
Cardiff 

HARTLAND, MARY, ley Green, Worcester June7 Wyndham & Son, Stourbridge 

HAYMAN, EsTHER, Cheltenham June24 Rickerby & Co, Cheltenham 

HIND, JANE RICHARDSON, Nottingham June 30 Fieeth & Co, Nottingham 

Hout, JULIA ABIGAIL, Barton on Humber July 1 Brown & Hudson, Barton on 
Humber 

HORNER, ANNA ELIZABETH, Leeds June 20 HT & W Pullan, Leeds | 

JAMES, ALFRED, Biggleswade June 30 Schultz & Son, South sq, Gray's inn 

JENOUR, ALBERT CHESTERFIELD EBENEZER SMELT, Hastings July 4 Winter & Co, 
Bedford row 
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JoHNSON, ELIZABETH, Oakmere, nr Northwich, Chester June 28 Hatt-Cook & Son 
Northwich, Chester 

KAYk, HENRY, Huddersfield, Secretary June 17 Armitage & Co, Huddersfield 

KENT, AUGUSTUS, Gravesend, Master Mariner June 24 Tatham & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 

KITCHIN, CLIFroRD, Bristol, Barrister at Law June 2% Weatherhead & Knowles, 
Bradford 


Kein, Hetnrich Martin THEODOR, Greenhill, Harrow on the Hill June 30 Public | 


Trustee, Clement's inn 

LEVETT, AGNES, Bovey Tracey, Devon June24 Buckingham & Kindersley, Exeter 

Lover, ELiza, Honley, Huddersfield Junel7 Armitage & Co, Huddersfi-ld 

LUKIN, EmILy, Torre, Torquay Jane 30 Webster & Watson, Newton Abbot 

MacConNAL Jous, Bromley July11 Johnson & Son, Liverpool 

MAUDE, ADAM TETLOW, Guiseley, Yorks June 30 Newstead & Wade, Otley 

Mayo, WINTPRED DR, New Brighton, Chester Hickman, Clement's In, Lombard st 

MILLER, Joun, Hyde, Chester, Grocer June 24 F H & W Worsley, Stalybridge, 
Cheshire 

MUNNERLEY, THOMAS Brrc#, Lower Rebington, pr Birkenhead, Chester July 14 
Chester & Co, Bedford row 

PALMER, THOMAS JAMES, Milford Haven, Pembroke June 24 Eaton. Evans & Williams 
Milford Haven 

PERCY. STEPHES, Newcastle on Tyne, Sanitary Engineer July4 WJS&JAS Scott, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

PHILLIPS, HENRY FRANKLIN, Upton Park, Eersex June 12 Stutfleld & Son, Parliament 


8 
PITMAN, GEORGE FREDERICK, Heathside, Woking June 20 Pitman & Son:, Clement's 


inn 

POOLE, JOHN SHEPHERD, W.odborough, Notts, Farmer June 2t Clifton & Co, Not- 
tingham 

PRITCHARD, OLIVER, Cwmcarn, Mon, Hotel Keeper June 30 Dauncey & Sons, New- 
port (Mon) 


PUXLEY, ADELBINE LAVALLIN, Hove, Sussex June2s Egzar & Co, Brighton 

RoMANES, MARGARET, Bramb>r, Sussex June 3) White & Co, Agar st, Strand 

SEMPLE, ROBERT JAMES, Darlington June 14 Lucas & Co, Darlington 

Seymour, WILFRED Percy, Hampreston, nr Wimborne, Dorset, Farmer June 13 
Harris, Winchester 

SHERRIFY, ROBERT Barstow, Winchester June 30 Goodwin & Co, Winchester 

STARES, ANNA MARIA, Cadnam, Hants June 3) Kinsford & Co, Essex st, Strand 

SrorT, ELIZABETH SARAH ANN, Braintree June 24 Holmes & Hills, Braintree, 


» sex 

TATE, WILLIAM BARNEY, Nottingham, Doctor June 30 Freeth & Co, Nottingham 

TAYLOR, ANNIE JANE,Cwmearn, Mon, Hotel Keeper June 30 Dauncey & Sons, New- 

ort, Mon 

TwrFrorD, Lieut Col Henry Ropert, Wood st July 1 Reynolds & Myles, Basing: 
hall st 

WADE, EDWARD ROBERT WyBRANTS, Worthing June 30 Baily, Hastings 

WALKER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Aldbrough, Yorks June 23 W B &C Hunton Rich- 
mond, Yorks 

WALKER, ++ ye New rd, Park rd, Cronch End July 1 Beamish & Co, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 

WARNER, SYDNEY GATER, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Solicitor June 30 Johnson & 
Co, New sq, Lincoln's inn 

WATERHOUSE, JoHN, Chinley, Derby July 5 Scholes & Farrington, Manchester 

WHITER, WILLIAM HAL®, Groombridge June 30) Treherne & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

WHITTINGHAM, FANNY, Moss Side, Manchester June 3) Diezles & Ogden, Manchester 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 27. 


ALLAN, HENRIETTA AMY, Abbey rd, St John’s Wood July 8 Keith, Southampton st 
Holborn 

BANKS, EDGAR OsporRNE, Adelaide pl, London Bridge, Architect July 1 Dodd, igh 
st, Lewisham 

Bent, Rev JouN OXENHAM, Eastbourne June 30 Scadding & Bodkin, Gordon st 

BERRY, CHARLES, Oldham, Draper June 27 Batty & Co, Manchester 

BIGGAM, WILLIAM, Sunderland, Surgeon, travelling Draper June 27 Taylor, Sunder- 


land 
BLEWITT, ENocH, Hednesford, Staffs, Contractor June 20 Baker & Meek, Willenhall 


| BoorHroynr, ARTHUR, Bexley June 30 Hayward, Dartford 


BOWYER, ELIZABETH, Kenilworth av, Wimbledon Park Jane %0 Evans & Co, Nicholas 
In, Lombard st 

Brown, Juuia, Redhill, Surrey June 24 Edwards, Swansea 

Brown, LOUISA MARY, Sandringham gdns, Ealing July 14 Bond, Broadway, Ealing 

CHURCHER, GEORGE, Woolston, Southampton June 14 Waller & Yhornback, 
Southampton 

Cockcrort, MARY, Halifax June 6 Moore & Shepherd, Halifax 

COLLINS, HARRIET ALICE, Eastbourne July 6 Tackley & Fall, Orchard st, Portman sq 


| DADSWELL, FREDERICK, Bognor June 30 Staffu th, Bognor 


FRENCH, UNDERWOOD, Knightriderst, DoctorsCommon June30 Waddilove & Johnson 
Knightrider st P 


, Gortxe, Groner, Hastings June 28 Osborn & Osborn, Coleman st 


GOTTHEIMER. MARKS, Bournemouth June 30 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 

HAYWARD, Horatio WILLIAM, Exmouth, Hotel Proprietor July 4 Petherick & Sons 
Exmouth 

Hopson, FRANCIS, Trowbridge, Wilts June 25 Gould & Coombe, Sheffield 

Honson, MARY, Trowbridge, Wilts June 25 Gould & Coombe, Sheffield 

Hooan, Joun, Wivenhoe rd, Peckham July 1 Sydney, Refrew rd, Lambeth 

HovuLpDEN, JonN, Barmby Moor, Yorks, Farmer June 14 Powell, Pocklington, Yorks 

HUNTER, MATTHEW, Hartlepool, Pilot June 30 Belk, West Hartlepool 

JOHNSON. ALFRED, Stretford, Jewellers’ Outfitter June 39 Price & Co, Manchester 

JOSHUA, EMMA, Knightsbridge July 8 Twisden & Co, Gray's inn sq 

KIRTLAN, JOHN, Southborongh, Tunbridge Wells, Wesleyan Minister Jane24 Brether 
ton & Murton-Neale, T nbridge Wells 

KITrLe, Joun, Caister, Norfolk, Farmer June 30 Burton & Son, Great Yarmouth 

KNOCKER, AUGUSTINE, Clifton, Bristol July 10 Banson & Uo, Bristol 

LADENBURG, WILLIAM, Inverness ter, Bayswater June 24 Samuel & Co, Great Win- 
chester st 

LAKIN, ANN, Sandiacre, Derby June 25 Spencer, Nottingham 


' LoGaN, Col ALPRED, El Cajou, California, USA Juve 22 Tyrer & Co, Liverpool 


MARCHAND, EUGENE EDWARD, Nice June 25 Munton & Co, Temple av 

MARRIOTT, CHARLES WILLIAM, Reading, Berks, Doctor June30 Lane & Co, Portsmouth 
st. Lincoln's inn fields 

MCLELLAN, WILLIAM, St Helen's, Lancs, Draper June7 Gibson, Wigan 

MEaoiTT, WILLIAM THOMAS, Mansfield, Notts, Bone Merchant June30 Alcock, Mans 
fleld 

MIRZOIEFF, ALEXANDER, Baku, South Russia, Mercantile Captain June30 Benjamin 
& Coben, College hi 

OwEN, EpwarkD THOMAS, Birmingham, Post Ofce Clerk June 24 Bickley & Lynex, 
Birmingham 

PAYNE. HENRY, East Ham June 27 Pearce & Co, Upper Park, Essex 

PEARSE, THOMAS FRANKLIN, Woodovis, nr Tavistock June 5 Johnstone, Tavistock 

PICKLES, THOMAS, Haworth, Yorks Jone 20 Lister & Turner, Keighley 

RENSHAW, CHARLES ADOLPHE KNOWLES, Sale, Chester, Physician June 30 McDonal!, 
Manchester 

RICK, HERBERT, Rochdale, Silk Warehouseman June7 Butcher, Blackpool 

RICHARDSON, CHARLES NICOL, Mossley Hill, Liverpool June 20 Day, Liverpool 

RICHARDSON, ELIZA, Sale, Chester June 30 McDonald, Manchester 

ROBERTS, JAMES, Basinghall av, Coleman st, Printer July 8 Forbes & Son, Mark In 

RoomE, DinaB, Tunbridge Wells June 24 Bretherton & Murton-Neale, Tunbridg > 
Wells 

SHARMAN, AMELIA, Liverpool June21 Lees, Birkenhead 

SHEPPARD, SUSAN ELIZABETH SNEADE, St Albans June 24 Wheatly & Co, stone bidgs, 
Lincoln's Inn , 

Stout, MARTHA, Clitheroe, Lancs June 12 Briggs, Padiham 

THOMAS ANN, Southport July7 Mawdsley & Hadfield, Southport 

THORNHILL, JANE ELIZA, Folkestone July 5 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's Inn fields 

TWAMLEY, JANE, Uttoxeter, Staffa June 24 Briggs, y 

TWYNAM, HUMPHREY MARTIN, Hayes, Kent June 20 Latter & Willett, Bromley, 


Kent 
WALFORD, LovIsa, Tunbridge Wells June 30 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, Strand 
WARD, JOHN, Gower st july 2l Merrimans & Thirlby, Mitre ct Temple 
WEBBER, ELLEN MARY, Torquay June 21 Smith & Co, ro 
WILSON, WILLIAM, Hunslet, Leeds, Perambulator Manufacturer June 23 Grainger & 
Nield, Leeds 


YATES, SAMUEL, Burley, Leeds Overlooker Juce 23 Harrison & Sons, Leeds 





Coventry Pet May 16 


| Foster, WILLIAM HENRY, Gresate, General Dealer | LAWRENCE, CHRISTOPHER JOHN, Lovington, Somerset 
Ord May 16 


Carpenter Yeovil Pet May 16 Ord May 16 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, May 20. 
ADJU DICATIONS. 


BRowN, THOMAS WILLIAM, Bradford Leeds Pet May 15 
Ord May 15 

CLARK, JAMES AMBROSE FREEMAN, Caversham, Reading 
Miller Reading Pet April 23 Ord May 15 

CREW, ALBERT, Westleigh, nr Burle combe, Devon Baker 
Taunton Pet April 18 Ord May 17 

FORD, SAMUEL JoHN, and JAMES GassoN, Holland rd, 
Builders High Court Pet May 15 Ord May 15 


| GIESECKE, FRITZ, New Oxford st, Importer ‘High Court 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 
HARSE, ARTHUR AUGUSTUS, Keynsham, Somerset, Picture 
house Proprietor Bristol Pet May 15 Ord May 16 
| HLL, Lucy HANNAH, Bradford Bradford Pet May 15 
| Ord May 15 
| Hirst, SELWYN, Stockport, Architect HudJersfield 
| Pet Mar 19 Ord May 17 
Hoover, ToM, Bicester, Oxford, Journeyman Carpenter 
Oxford Pet May 10 Ord May 14 
Joun, DAVID. Burry {Port, Carmarthen, Butcher, Car- 
marthen Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
KERR, JOHN WILLIAM, York, Plumber York Pet May 15 
Ord May 15 





(Central 


for conveying help to those parts of 





HOME MISSIONS 


The ADDITIONAL CURATES SOCIETY provides assistant Clergy for 
the slums and the poorer suburbs of large cities, and for the mining and 


other industrial towns; in doing so it acts asa CENTRAL AGENCY 


The Society’s work is of very real importance at the present moment. It 
enables Churchpeople in any given part to send help to those needy places 
which are beyond the border of the Diocese in which they live, and therefore 
cannot be helped by their contribution to its Diocesan Finance. In this way, 
the A.C.S. has given great help in the past to the growing populations in Barrow, 
Grimsby and Middlesbrough, to the colliery regions of South 

populous poor districts of South London and “ Iondon over the Border.” 


A.C.8. Office : 14, GREAT SMITH STREET, LONDON, 8.W. 


Finance). 


the country where pressure is greatest. 


Wales, and to the 








Levy, LAURENCE ABRAHAM, Goldhawk rd, Hammersmith, 
Tailor High Court Pet April5 Ord May 15 
LOACH, SAMUEL, Carlton, Notts, Builder Nottinghan 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 
MASON, FREDERICK, Purley, Surrey, Bank Clerk Croydon 
Pet May 9 Ord May 14 
| MATTHEWS, EDWARD REYNOLDS, Longton, Staffs, Tobacco 
Dealer Stoke upon Trent Pet April 25 Ord May 15 
MORELAND, HENRY, Weybridge, Surrey Kingston, Surrey 
Pet Marll Ord May 17 
NOBLE, CATHERINE PENELOPE, Reading Reading Pet 
April9 Ord May 15 
OWERS, JAMES, Northcote rd, Walthamstow, Meat 
| Salesman High Court Pet May 15 Ord May 15 
RAYNOR, WILLIAM, West Bridgford, Notts, Mechanic 
Nottingham Pet May 15 Ord May 15 
SORAFTON, JosEPH, Willington, Durham, Hay and Corn 
Dealer Durham Pet May16 Ord May 16 
S3MITM, WALTER ALBERT, Middlesbrough, Wholesale 
Drysalter Middlesbrough Pet May 17 Ord May 17 
SPROSEN, HENRY JAMES, Worcester, Journeyman Organ 
| Builder Worcester Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
| SprosEN, MARY JANE, Worcester. Worcester Pet May 16 


Ord May 16 

STANDING, Eannsr, Romford rd, Forest Gate High Court 
‘Pet Jan 31 Ord May 15 

THOMAS, DAVID BROWN, Hammersmith High Cuurt Pet 

| May 14 Ord May 14 

| THOMAS, SAMUEL, Brixham, Devon, Market Gardener 

Plymouth Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

| Watson, JaMes Hume, ae rd, West Kensington 

| Share Broker High Court t Jan 29 Ord May 15 

| WELSH, WILLIAM ALEXANDER, Sunderland, Seedsman 
Sunderland Pet April 25 Ord May 15! 

Woop, JAMES, Bishop Auckland, Photographer Durham 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ASHMEAD-BARTLETT, FRANCIS GEORGE CONINGSBY, Queen's 
Gate ter High Court Pet Feb 22 Ord May 20 
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BSHRMANN, Ley! Kingsway House, Kingsway, Portrait 
Maker High Court Pet Mar 14 Ord May 2) 
re BARNETT, —— chmbrs, 7, Brompton 
rd, T bacconist’s Manager High Court Pet May 7 
Ord May 19 
— ao W E, Chichester Brighton Pet April 
ay | 
ove, Sowake, Ranl rd, Hanover Park, Peckham 
Horsedealzr High Vourt Pet Mar3l Ord May 20 
CALVERT, A, Peckham om Grocer High Court Pet 
April 30. Ord May 19 
CAMPBELL, L, New Broad st, Director of Public Com- 
panies High Court Pet April10 Ord May 19 
COOKSEY, — Barbican High Court Pet April 15 
Ord May 19 
DARNLEY, RICHARD EDWARD, Longwood Gate, Longwood, 
Huddersfield, Mf Motor Engineer Huddersfield Pet May 
fa; 
Day, EDWARD, aes Farm, . ay Lincoln, Farmer 
Sheffield Pet May 19 Ord May 1 
DENYER, WALTER, Healing, A Commerci | 
Traveller Great Grimsby Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
ELLIOTT, ALFRED GEORGE, Worksop, Notts. Motor 
Engineer Sheffield Pet May 20 (rd May 20 
FORDER, WALTER, Pakefield, Suffolk, Builder Great Yar 
mouth Pet May8 Ord May 19 
HEMMINGS, WILLIAM HENRY, Wolverhampton, China 
Merchant Wolverhampton Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
HIND, WILLIAM MARSDEN, Birkenhead Birkenhead Pet 
Apr.l4 Ord May 21 
HUGHES, mnsee, Barrow io Furnrss Sweet ‘Merchant 
Barrow in Furness Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
INGHAM, FRANK, Crowland, oT Butcher 
boro’ —_ Pet May 19 Ord May 18 
JOHNSON, EDWARD THOMAS, Gorleston, Suffolk, Insurance 
Broker Great Yarmouth Pet May 5 Ord May 16 
JoNES, THOMAS JAMES, Birkenhead, Beerhouse Keeper 
Birkenhead Pet May8 Ord May 21 
LLoOyD, DAVID FRANOIS, Tremadoc, Carnarvon, Grocer 
Portmadoc Pet May ?1 Ord May 21 
Loc <HART, Lieut 3 8S, pe, India High Court Pet 
April3 Ord May 21 
LoMAS, LUKE, — renin, Farmer 
t May 19 Ord M 
LONGMAN, SYDNEY, Newt, End rd, Kensington, Com- 
mission Agent HighCourt Pet April10 Ord May 21 
MILLER, FREDERICK HENRY, Belvedere, Kent, Cual Mer- 
chant Rochester Pet May 2 2 Ord May 19 
———_ GEORGE GODFREY, ‘eee Warwick, Grocer 
Warwick Pet May 21 Ord May 
Poock, JOHN ALFRED, Norwich, Dentist Norwich Pet 
Wakefield 


P.ter- 


Stockport 


May9 Ord May 19 

PoskiTT, Tom, a, ee, Blicksmith 
Pet May 19 Ord May 

PRIESTLEY, EDWARD w pom, wi y Liacs, 
Fruiterer Lincoln Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

ROBINSON, WAL1ER, on Upholsterer 
Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

SILVER, BERNARD, Stepney green, res Merchant High 
Court Pet May 21 Ord May 2 

TANSILL, ERNEST Tom, Worcester, Photographer Wor- 
cester Pet May 21 Ord May 2 

Vv _— Levi, Kings Fa Bey Birmingham, Timber 

erchant Birmingham Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Ww S, EDMUND ALBERT, Nailsea, Somerset, Builder 
Bristol Pet May 21 Ord Muy 21 

WELLARD, ALFRED, 7, ~ pee Grocer Rochester 
Pet May 21 Ord May 

WOLF, CHARLES, Ki ciibura 8q, Dende Croydon Pet April 
14 Ord May 

Woop, WILLIAM Some am, Bristol, Draper Eristol 
Pet May 18 Ord May 1 


Amended Notice subs tituied for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 2c, 


Canterbury 


Tuomas, DaviIp Brows, The Grove, Hammersnith High 
Court Pet May 14 Ord May 15 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ASHMEAD- BARTLETT, FRANCIS GEORGE CuNINGSBY» 
Queen’s Gate ter June 5 iat 1 Bankruptcy bidg» 
Carey st 

BEHRMANN, EMIL, Kingsway Hous>, Kingsway, Portrait 

ainter June 2 at 12 Bankruptev bldgs, Carey st 

BENKEL, BARNETT, Brompton rd, ‘Tobacconist’s Manager 
June 5 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

— FIENNES W E, Chichester June $3 at 2.30 

Marlborough pL Brighton 

BUTLER, EDWARD, Raul rd, Hanover pk, Peckham, Horse 
Dealer June 6at il Bank: ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CALVERT, A, Peckham rye,Gro-er Jun3,2at1 Bankruptcy 


124, 


bldgs, Carey st 
CAMPBELL, é New Broad st June 5 at 11.30 Bank- 
ruptcy b Carey st 
Come JABEZ, Barbican June 5 at 12.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 


CRIPPS, Geonee, Stow Bridge, Downham Market, Norfolk, 
Grocer May 31 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Nor- 


DE WIPE, AUGUSTE, Devonshire sq, Merchant June 6 at 
1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FOSTER, WILLIAM HENRY, Coventry, General Dealer 
June 2 at 1l Off Ree, 8, High st, Coveutry 

HaM, ARTHUR JAMES VINCENT, HM Prison, Exeter 
Jans 2 at4.15 94, High st, Barnstaple 

HEMMINGS, WILLIAM HENRY, Wolverhampton, China 
Merchant June 3 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, 
Wolverhampton 

am, R H, Richmond, Surrey June 4 at 11.30 

York rd,. estminster Bridge rd 
HILTON, JOHN GEORGE MAXWELL, Birmingham, Electrical 
eer June 4 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 

poration st, Birmingham 

JouN, Davip, Burry Port, Carmarthen, Butcher 
at 12 Uff Rec 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 


132, 


June 3 





LAWRENCE, CHRISTOPHER JOHN, Lovington, * Somerset 
mter May 31 at 12.30 Of Rec, City. chmbrs, 

Catherine st, Salisbury 

LOCKHART, Lt B S, Belgaum India Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lomas, LUKE, Hayfield, Derby, Farmer June 4 atll Off 
Rec, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

LONGMAN, SYDNEY, North Ead rd, Kensington, Commis- 
sion Agent June 2 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Carey st 

MARTIN, ROBERT, Ilfracombe, Town Crier 
High st, Barnstaple 

MILLER, FREDERICK HENRY, Belvedere, Kent, Coal Mer- 
chant June 3 at 2.30 115, High st, Rochester 

PosKITT, ToM, Ferrybridge, Yorks, Blacksmith June 2 at 
103) Off Rec, 21, Kiug st, Wakefield 

READ, JAMES, Lakedale rd, Plumstead, Fishmonger June 
4atil1 132, York rd, Westminster Bridze rd 

SILVER, BERNARD, Steoney green, Ezg Merchant June 2 
at 11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


June 2 at ll 


June 2at4 941, 


SMITa, EDWARD RoseErt, Chesterton, Cambs, Baker May 
Biati2 Off Rec. 5, Petty cury, Cambridge 
STANDEN, HERBERT EDWARD, Peterborough, General 


Dealer Juse 6 at 11.40 Law Courts, Peterborough 

THOMAS, SAMUEL, Brixham, Devon, Market Gardener 
June 3 at 3.15 7. Buckland ter, Plymouth 

THORLEY, GEORGE HENRY, Longton, Staffs, Farmer May 
31 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

VALE, GEORGE LEVI, King’s Norton, Birmingham, Timber 
Merchant June4at12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 

Woop, JAMES, Bishop Auckland, Photographer 
2.30 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 


ADJUDICATION3 

BENKEL, BARNETT, Brompton rd, Tobacconist’s Mana- 
ger High Couré Pet May7 Ord May 21 

BUCHANAN-WILSON, Roy, Maddox st High Court Pet 
Mar 20 Ord May 19 

CALVERT, ALFRED ALEXANDER, Peckham rye, Grocer 
High Court Pet April3) Ord May 21 

DARNLEY, RICHARD EDWARD, Longwood Gate, Longwood, 
Huddersfield, Motor Engineer Huddersfield Pet May 
19 Ord May 19 

Day, EDWARD, Epworth, Farmer Sheffield Pet 
May 19 Ord May 19 

DENYER, WALTER, Healing, Lincs, Commercial Traveller 
Great Grimsby Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

ELLIOTT, ALFRED GEOKGE, Worksoy, Notts, Motor En- 
gineer Sheffieki Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

GARDNER, WILLIAM CHARLES, Grosvenor rd, Pimlico, 
Gold Laceman High Court Pet May 8 ord May 17 

HaM, ARTHUR JAMES VINCENT, H.M Prison, Exetar 
Barnstaple Pet May 2 Ord May 21 

HEMMINGS, WILLIAM HENRY, Wolverhampton, China 
Merchant Wolverhampton Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

HvucGHEs, EpGAR, Barrow in Furness, Sweet Merchant 


June 2 at 


Lincs, 


Barrow in Furaess Pet May 19 Ord May 18 
INGHAM, FRANK, Crowland, Lincs, Butcher  Peter- 
borouzh Pet May 19 Ord May 19 


JOHNSON, EDWARD THOMAS, Gorleston, Insurance Broker 
Great Yarmouth Pet May5 Ord May 20 

KAvF, ALFRED, Holborn viaduct, Merchant High Coart 
Pet Mar4 Ord May 19 

LuoypD, Davip FRANCIS, Tremadoc, Grocer 
Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Lomas, LUKE, Hayfield, Derby, Farmer Stockport 
May19 Ord May 19 

MANSFIELD, HENRY, Portland pl North, Clapham rd, Job 
Master High Court PetApril3 Ord May 17 

MILLER, FREDERICK HENRY, Picardy hill, Belvedere, Coal 
Merchant Rochester Pet May2 Ord May 21 

MYHILL, GEORGE GODFREY, Leamington, Warwick, Grocer 
Warwick Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

PANK, GEORGE, and LLOYD ARTHUR DUNN, Peterborough, 
Tobacconists Peterborough Pet April 26 Ord 


Portma loc 


Pet 


May 20 

PoskiT?, Tom, Ferrybridge, saan Blacksmith Wakefield 
Pet ‘May 19 Ord May 19 

PRIESTLEY, EDWARD WALTER, Gainsborough, Lincoln, 
¥ruiterer Lincoln Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


ROBINSON, WALTER, Margate, Upholsterer Canterbury 
Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
SANDFORD, RICHARD GEORGE, Sou:hall Windsor Pet 


April 25 Ord May 2) 

TANSILL, ERNEST ToM, Worcester, Photographer Worcester 
Pet May21 Ord May 21 

THORLEY, GEORGE HENRY, Longton, Staffs, Farmer 
Stoke upou Trent Pet April 29 Ord Ma: 

VALE, GEorGE LEvi, Kings Norton, Birmingham, Timber 


Merchant Birmingham Pet May 20 Ord May 2 
WEARING, EDMUND ALBERT, Nailsea, Somerset, Builder 
Bristol Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
WELLARD, ALFRED, eae 
May 21 Ord May 
WHITE, GEORGE Howans, Now Broad st Company Pro. 
moter High Court Pet Mars Ord May 2 
WILSHERE, NORMAN MYDDELTON, King’s rd, Chetse 1, Com 
mission Agent HighCourt Pet Feb 26 Ord May 21 
Woop, WILLIAM JOHN GIBBONS, Bristol, Draper Bristol 
Pet May 19 Ord May 19 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Mar 2s: 
WALLACE, CHARLES CLAUDE, Dov.r st High Court Pet 
Feb 7 Ord Mar 20 
Amexded Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 20: 
THOMAS, DavViD BrowN, The Grove, Ham nersmith 
Court Pet May 14 Ord May 15 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 27. 


BELLERBY, HENRY FRANK, Clydesdale rd, Notting Hill 
Warehouseman High Court Pet May 23 Ord May 23 


Grocer Rochester 


High 





BERRY, JOHN, Gleaston, nr Ulverst —*. Farmer Barrow 

in Furness Pet April 30 Ord May 23 

BLAKE, MORGAN DIX, + oemeaees Cambs Cambridge 
Pet April 19 Ord May 24 

BeULTON, HakRy, —— Norfolk, Grocer Ipswich Pet 
May 92 Ord’ M ay 2 

BROWNHILL, HENRY STRONG, Scarcroft, nr Leeds, Com- 
mercial Traveller Leeds Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

CLARK, JOSEPH HENRY, Ilkestone, Derby, Proprietor of a 


General and Fancy Bazaar DV rby Pet May 24 Ord 
May 24 

CoLE, Bessig LovisE, Trinity rd, yee Tooting Wands- 
worth Pet May 23 Ord May 2 

ConrEy, THOMAS, Sleaford, Lincs Boston Pet May 24 
Ord May 24 


DAWSON, PALLISIER, Great Winchester st High Court 
Pet Feb 24 Ord May 20 

DOWTHWAITE, ROBERT EDWARD, West Bridgford, Notts, 
ag Merchant Nottingham Pet May 9 
ay 21 

DUMPLETON, MARGUERITE, hapten Buzzard, Milliner 
Luton Pet May 23 Ord May % 

Dutton, HERBERT GODDARD, Mac Erin, Medstead, South- 
ampton, Chemist Southampton Pet May 22 Ord 
May 22 

EVANS, JOHN HE NRY, Hollingborne rd, Herne Hill High 
Court Pet Dec 19 Ord May 23 

GARARD, ELIZABETH, West Southborne, Bournemouth, 
Diaper Poole Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Hey, ARTHUR, Bradford, Brewer Lewes PetMay 22 Ord 
May 22 

HILLIER, EDWIN PERCY, Blackwater, Isle of W ight, Dairy 
Farmer Newport Pet May 21 Ord May 2 

HOoLpcrort, JOHN THOMAS, Hanley, Rw 4. Hanley 
Pet May 8 Ord May 23 

HUGILL, WILLIAM, Middlesbrough, Tobacconist Middles- 
brourth Pet May8 Ord May 23 

JOH) S, JOSHUA LEWIS, Baglan, Briton ne Glam, B8teel- 
worker Neath Pet May 24 Ord May 

LEEDS, GERALD STEPHEN, ——, Morchant's Clerk 
Ipswich Pet May 22 Ord May 2 

LowE, MARK, High Wycombe, Backs Grocer's Assistant 
Aylesbury Pet May 24 Ord May 2% 

NEWBURY, GEORGE EDWARD oo Leeds, Head Waiter 
Leeds Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

PARKER, MIRIAM IsABEL, Highteld, Millom, Cumberland, 


Schoolmistress Whitehaven Pet May 22 Ord 
ay 22 
Prick, A E, Acton In, Acton, Boot Dealer St Albans 


Pet May 5 Ord May 23 

RAYNOR, JosEPH, Old Basford, Nottingham, Labourer 
Nottingham Pet May 22 Ord Denbig 

REECE, ELIZABETH, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Confectioner 
Bangor Pet May 24 Ord ay 2 

ROWLEY, THOMAS WILLIAM, she ld, 
Sheffield Pet May 24 Ord "May 

SaDLER, WILLIAM, Havant, untae, , Portsmouth 

et May 24 Ord May 24 

SEEGER, HANS LUDWIG, Quecn’s gdns, Lancaster gate 
High Court Pet Aprill Ord May 22 

SMITHSON, JOHN Henry, Slingsby, nr Malton, Yorks, 
Buicher Scarborough Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

SUMMERS, FRANK JAMES, Dover st, Company Direc‘or 
High Court Pet Mar1s Ord May 22 

ZIGMOND, MYER, Commercial rd, Wine Merchant High 
Court Pet May6 Ord May 22 


Tobacconist 


FIRST MEETINGS, 


BELLERBY, HENRY FRANK, Clydesdale rd, Notting hill 
Warehouseman June 6 at 12 Bankruptcy bidss 
Carey st 

BouLTon, Harry, Gissing, Norfolk, Grocer June 5 at 1 
Off R c, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

BROWNHILL, HENRY STRONG, Scarcroft, nr Leeds, Com- 
= jal Traveller June 4 at 3 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 
Leeds 

DARNLEY, RICHARD Epwakb, Longwood, Huddersfield 
Motor Engineer June 4 at 2.45 Huddersfield Incor- 
porated Law Society's Room, Imperial arcade, New st, 
tiuddersfield 

DAWSON, PALLISIER, Great Winchester st June 6 at 11.39 
Bankruptcy b: dzs, Carey st 

Day, CHARLES, Yiewsley, Cartage Contractor June ¢ 
at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

DAY, EDWARD, Epworth, Lincoln, Farmer June 5 at 12.30 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

DENYER, WALTER, Healing, Lincs, Commercial Traveller 
June 5 at 10.15 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
G imsby 

Dutton, HERBERT GuUDDARD, Southampton, Chemist 
June dat 12 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbra, High 
st, Southampton 

EvANs, JoHN HENRY, Hollingborne rd, Herne Hill, 
6atl Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

GARARD, ELIZABETH, Bournemouth June 4at4 Arcade 
chmbrs (first floor), Bournemouth 

Higy, ARTHUR, Bradford, Brewer June 4 at 12 
124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

HILLIER, EDWIN PeERcy, Blackwater, I of W, Dairy Farmer 
June 5at1l Off Rec, 98, High st, Newport, lof W 

Ho.vorort, JoHN THOMAS, Hanley, C mfectioner June 4 
at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastl+, Staffs 

JOHNSON, EDWARD THOMAS, Gorleston, Suffolk, Insurance 
Broker June 4at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

LEEDS, GERALD STEPHEN, Ipswich, Confectioner June & 
atl1.15 Of Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

LOAOH, SAMUEL, Carlton, Notts, Builder June 6 at 11 
Of Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

MYHILL, GEoRG®# GoprrREY, Leamington, Grocer June 4 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 8, High s:, Coventry 

NEWBURY, GEORGE EDWARD ALFRED, Leeds, Head Waiter 
June 4at 3.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, s 

PRIESTLEY, EDWARD WALTER, Gainsborough, Lincs, 
— June5 at 12.80 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lin- 
cola 


June 


Off Rec, 
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Rarnon, Josern, Old Basford, ‘Nottie ham, Labourer 
June 6 at 11.20 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Not- 


Raynor, WILLIAM, West Bridgford, Notts, Mechanic | 
June 6 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle st, Park st, Notting- | 
ham 

SANDFORD, RICHARD GkroRGE, Southall, 
at 3 Off Ree, 14, Bedford row 

Supcer, Hans Lupwic, Queen's gdns, Lancaster Gate 
July 1 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SMITH, WALTER ALBERT, Mid !lesbrough, Wholesale Dry- 
salter June 4at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, ‘Albert 
rd, Middlesbrough 

SMITHSON, JOHN HENRY, 
Butcher June 4 at 4 
borough 

SUMMERS, FRANK JAMES, Dover st, Company ‘ Director 
June Satl2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

TANSILL, Exnxst Tom, Tything, Worcester, Photographer 
June 4atil Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

WEARING, EpMUND ALBERT, Nailsea, Somerset, Builder 
June 4at11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

WHLLARD, ALFRED, Queenborough, Kent, Grocer June 4 
at3 115, High st, Rochester 

Woy, CHARLES, Kilburn sq, Jeweller 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Woop, WILLIAM JouN Ginbons, Bristol, Draper June 4 
atil-30 Off Rec, <6, Baldwin st, Bristol 

ZiGMOND, MYER, Commercial rd, Wine Merchant 
atil Bankruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 


Mdlix June 5 


Slincsby, nr Malton, Yorks, 
Off Rec, 48, W estborough, Scar- 


June 4 at 12 


June 5 








Do you know 
Dr. LAHMANN’S 


COTTONWOOL 
UNDERWEAR ? 


If not, be advised and send for 
particulars and Free Cuttings. 


THE LAHMANN AGENCY, 











245, HICH HOLBORN, W.C. 








ABSOLUTE QUIET. 
YHARTERHOUSE SQUARE, E.C.—To 
be Let, a House containing 13 rooms, lavatories, 
and excellent cupboard accommodation; very suitable 
to Firm of Solicitors or Accountants; rent only £175 
a, or lease could be purchased cheaply. —Apply, 8 
Waixas & Bor, 22, 8, Monsgate- street, E.C 


| Original Soolety. Founded 1840 


THE 


GUARANTEE 
SUGIETY, in. 


for 
ALL 
COURT BONDS 


Office : 
Birchin Lane, LONDON. 


Telephone, 814 CENTRAL 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS. 
MESSRS. HOOPER & SON, 


THE PREMIER LAW PARTNERSHIP ACENTS. 
Established over Half a Century. 


Messrs. HOOPER & SON'S extensive and confidential 
connexion with the profession, both in London and 
throughout the Provinces, which they have enjoyed for 
upwards of Fifty years, gives them — advantages 
in arr Partnerships or pacooamans. 

Solicitors desirous of acq ot 


posing 
Shares or Practices are invited to avail Cheaneslees of the 
advantages of their Register. 


HOOPER & SON, 69, LUDCATE HILL, E.C. 
Telephone—7855 CENTRAL. 
Soaps —* eeeee, CENT, LONDON, 


FIRE. 


BURCLARY. 








NOTICE. 


HE LAND REGISTRY will be closed 
on June being the appoin: ‘or the cel 
bration of His Majesty's Birt ” 
By Order cf the 
LORD CHANCELLOR, 
D’Arcy Lirrie 
Secreta: 


ry, Land Registry. 

Wanted, at 4 per cent., on gilt- 

£5, 000 edged security ; insured against shrink- 

age in *value with first-class insurance company with over 

ten million reserve fund. — Address, Box 672, care of 
G pss, Surrs, 10, High Holborn. 

— Expeditious 


OSTS IN ARREAR. 

Drafting and Settlement of Bills of Costs by fully 

experienced Draftsmen.—K xwpauus’, 93, Chancery-lane, 
W.C. Tele.: No, 1118 Holborn. 


PAY best Prices for Old English Stamps 

(specially wanted 1d. black and 2d. blae, loose or on 
entires); waste paper with stamos bought; cash only,— 
Send letters to M. Brack, 424, Westbere Road, N.W. 


qiityY OF SHEFFIELD, 


THE CORPORATION OF SHEFFIELD are prepared to 
ACCEPT LOANS of £100 and upwards in mulétp: les of £10, 

on Mortgage at £3 10s. Od. per cent. per annum, subject 
to six months’ notice from any date, or fora term of Three 
or Five Years, and then subject to six months’ notice at 
any time. 

Mortgages are prepared free of cost to the Investor. 
Interest payable half-yearly, lst March and 1st September. 


Apply 
JAMES W. WRIGHT, City Treasurer, 
Town Hall, Sheffield. 

















DVERTISER is the owner of the follow- 
ing PROPERTIES and will arrange liberal terms 
with Solicitors having Funds on hand for Investment :— 
Freehold Property for Sale, -street ; new 
building, well let, pa et £6, 500 per annum net, 

Will be sold to pay 4} pe 

Long Leasehold (80 J anda g “Great Portland-street 
new building, Ground Rent £60; let on lease at 
£850. Will be sold to pay 54 per cent. 

Long Leasehold (1,000 years), Great Portland- 
street; Ground Rent £135, let at £2,400, Wull be 
sold to pay 5 ont cent, clear. 

Long Leasehold (78 years), Great Portland-street ; 
Ground Rent £100, let at £1,800 on lease to substan- 
tial tenants, Will be sold to pay 5} per cent. 

Firms having the money on write “ Executor,” 
Audley House, Margaret-street, Cavendish-equare, W. 


AW REPORTS.—Complete (1865 to date) 
with Statutes, Digests, and Weekly Notes; excel- 
lent condition; many volumes newly bound, — Mr, 
Eyzs Tuomrson, 8, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn. 
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Please mention this Journal. 
































